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[Mr. HoLLis] has not voted, being absent. I have a pair with 
that Senator, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow· 
ing pairs: 

The Senator- from Idahcr [Mr. BRADY] with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. VARDAMAN]; 

The Senator from New Menco [Mr. FALL] with the Senator 
from West .Virginia [Mr. CHILTON] ; 

The Senator: from Connecticut [Mr. McLEAN] with the Sena
tor from Montana [Mr. Mms] ·; 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFFJ with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Tn.LMA.N]; 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Com] with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] ; 

The .Senator from Delaware {Mr. nu PONT] with the Senatoz 
frolll Kentucky [Mr. BEcK.H.A.MJ; and . 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT] with the Sena-
·tor from Montana [Mr. WALSH.]. · 

The result was announced' -yeas, 24, nays 28,. as follows: 

Borah 
Brandegee 
Clapp 
Cum.m.4t.s
F ernald 
Gronna· 

Bankhead 
('bam berlain 
Fletcher 
Gore 
Hltchcoek 
Hughes 
Busting 

Harding 
K enyon 
Lodge 
Nelson 
Norris 
Oliver 

YEA.S-24. 
Page 
Penrose 
Sherman 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Sterling 

NAY:S-28. 
James Owen 
Johnson, S. Dak. Pittman 
La Follette Pomerene 
Lea, Tenn. Saulsbury 
Martin, Va. Shafroth 
Martine, N.J. ShepDtlrd! 
Overman Shlefds 

N~ VOTING-44. 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
Watson 
Week& 
Work&-

Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, S. €X 
Swanson 
Underwood' ' 
Williams 

Ashurst Dillingham Lane- RansCtell 
Beckham du Pont Lee, .Md. Reed 
Brady Fall Lewis Robinson 
Broussard Galllnger Lippitt Smith, Md. 
Bryan Golf . McCumber Stone 
Catron Ha~dwick McLean Thomas 
Chilton Hollis Myers Thompson 
Clark Johnson, Me. Newlands Tillman 
Colt Jones O'Gorman Vardaman 
Culberson Kern Phelan Wadsworth 
Curtis Kirby. Poindexter WaLsh 

So Mr. SUTHERLAND's amendment to the amendmen of Mr: 
S?.IITH of· Georgia was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recms on the amend
ment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITHJ. 

Mr: Sl\fiTH of Georgia. The amendment is the amendment. 
of the Senator from ·Iowa [Mr. CUMJdlNB}, which I accepted: 
It is really the· amendment of the Senator from Iowa, · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the· amend-r 
ment of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill wrur reported to the Senate as amended, and the· 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and 

was read the third time. 
The VICE FRESIDENTA The question is " Shall the' blli 

pass?." 
Mr. SMOOT and Mr. SUTHHRBAND called for the yeas and 

nays, and they were ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called)~ I have a gen

eral pair- with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HABnwrcxJ. lt 
at liberty to vote, I · should vote " nay." 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when. ills name was: called). Owing to 
the absence of the senio~ Senator from Maryland [Mr. SHI'l'HJ~ 
with whom I have a- general pair; I shall withhold my vote. 
If permitted to vote, I would. vote "nay." 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoBMAN], who 
is absent. For that reasen L withhol<i my vote. If privileged 
to vote, I would vote '"nay." . 

Mr. GRONNA (when hiS name was called). I have- a: gen~ 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. JoHNSoNL 
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
PoiNDEXTER] . and vote " nay." 

Mr. JONES (when his name was called). Tfie senior Senatmr 
from Indiana [Mr. KERN] i& necessarily· absent at the present 
time. I am paired with him for the afternoon. If he were 
present; he would vote "yea," and if I were permitted to vote 
I would v<Jte "nay." · · 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the. seniol" Senator from. Colorado [Mr; THOMAS]. He is 
absent from the Chamber, and I withhoi<f ·my vote. Were I 
permitted to vote, I would v.ote- "nayr.u 

Mr. SAULSBURY' (when hi5 name was called-). Has. tlre 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] voted T 

The VI-O:EJ, PRESIDENT.. He· has' n-ot. . 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I have a pair with that Senator'. I 

transfer my pair to the" junior Senator trom Arkansas [Mr. 
Kmn-y;J and vote," yea." 
~ TILLMAN ( wl:!en his name waa called). I transfer mYi 

pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF] to the 
Senator from Louisiana. [M~ BRo:u.ssABD] and vote " yea·., 

Mr. WADSWORTH (whe~ his name was called). In the 
absence,~ til&· junior Senator from. New Hampshire [Mr. Hou 
t.Ia] I wtthhold my vot~ having a general valr with that• Sen4 
ator. Otherwise I would:vote-"·ney..'' 

The roll call was concluded'. 
Mr. OWEN (after having voted in. the affirmative). I trans

fer my palt with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CATRON] 
to the Senator. from . Arkansas [Mr. RoB.m.ao.N] and. allOw ~ 
vote to stand.. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the fol
lowing pairs: 

The Senator from Idaho [.Mr. BBADYl with the Senator from 
Miss1ssippi [Mr. v A.BDA.MAN] ; 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. FALL] with.. the: &mator 
:from West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON]; 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLEA.NJ With the ~
ator from Montana [Mr. MYERs]; 

The Senator from DelawarB< [Mr. nu PONT]. with' the- Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECKliA.M] ; and 

The SenJ).tor· from Rhode Island [Mr~ LIPPITT"] wifu the- Sen
ator fro:m Montana [Mr. Wu.sa] .. 

The. result" was. annunnce<}~ 33r nays 25; as followS': 

Bankhead 
Chamberlain 
Fletchelt 
Gore _ 
Hitchcock 
Hugbes 
Busting · 
James 
J ohns.on. S.. Dak. 

Borah 
Brandegee 

~~ 
Cummins · 
Fernald 
Gro.ll1la 

YEAS"-83l. 
La Follette 
Lane 
Le8!,Tenn. 
Lee. Md. 
Martin* Va. 
Martine-, N. J; 
Ovemnan·· 
Owen _ 
Pittman 

Pomerene 
Reed 
Sa.Ul.sburyr 
Shab:oth · 
.Sheppard 
Shields· 
SimmonS' 
Smith, Adz, 
Sinith, Ga. 

NAYs:-zo. 
Harding 
Kenyon 

. I:.odg 
Nelson 
Norris 
Oliver· 
PageJ 

Penrose 
Shermatll· 
SmJ~Micb:.-. 
Smoot 
Sterling 
8utherlan<l 
Townsend 

NOT VOTING-38. 
Ashurst Dillingham Kirby . 
Beckham. duPont Lewis 
Brady Fall Lippi t t · 
Broussard Gallinger McCumber 
Bryan Golf . McLean 
Catron Hardwick Myers 
Chilton Hollis Newlancfs 
Colt Johnson, • O'Gorman 
Culbersoll' .Jones Phelan 
Curtis Kern Poindexter 

So the bill was passed. 

sm.1t1r,. s. c~ 
Stone 
SW1Hlaoa 
Tillman· 
Underwood 
W~ms 

Warren 
·Wa,tson 
Weeks 
Works' 

B:an:sdelll 
RobinsoD; 
Smitlt, M'd. 
Thomas 
~hompsoD . 
Vardaman 
Wadsworth 
Wrusb: 

PROHIBITION IN" THE:' DISTRICT' OP' cm:;tT.P.{BlA'. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I ask unanimous consezit that Senate bill 
1082, to. prevent the. manufacture· and sale of alcollolic liquors 
in the District or CoTumbi'a, and ror otlier purposes._ be printed 
for the information of the Senate,. shQwing in smarr ~apitals tile 
amendments offered by me Marcli 14, 1'916~ 

The VICE' PRESIDENT:' . Is there obj'ection?: The Chair 
hears none. · 

Mr. SIMMON& Lmove that th.e. -Sen:ate a<fjoa::rn. 
The motion was. agreed to; and. (at 3 o'cloclt and. 40· min:utes 

p m..). the Senate. adjourned: until to-mOITew, Frida~, Decemlier 
8,. 1916, at. l2. o~cioek :m. · 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-TIVES. 
T.HORSDAY, Dee.ember 'l, 1916. 

The House met at l2: o'cloek noon_ 
The Chaplain, Rev .. Henry N: Gouden, D. D.,.. <lfrered. the. for

lowing prayer : 
Our Father in heaven.. we. pray f01~ a universal fai:tn that shall 

dispel doubt, a universal h-ep.e tha:t sfia.Il eliminate despair, a 
universal love that shall swee:g away hate and place the· star 
of love in the ascendency; iliat Tliy kingdom may indeed come 
in the· heRJ'ts o1 men everywhe~:e arur abolish. war with its w.ide 
desolation and unmitigated e'\!ils, tha t the J1Yrsuits of peace 

·may reign. supreme and ev.ery- home be t fl)i.eab of the hen:ven:l;y 
home;; anti: the old earth blassom as the ro. e ;- in· the name~ of: tire 
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King of Peace; ·who taught ns the .way. and the truth and -the 
life. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings Of yesterday was read and ap-
proved. · 1

' 

MESSAGE FROM THE. SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr .. 'Va1dorf, one ·of' ~ts clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolu-
tion: 

·Senate concurrent -resolution 27. . 
Resolvetl by the Ben.ate (fhe House of Representatives concurring), 

That a joint committee, consisting of -three Senators and three Repre- . 
sentatives, to be appointed by the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the Hous'e of Representatives; respectively, is authorized 
to make the necessary arrangemen.ts for the inauguration of the Prest· 
dent elect of the Unlted States on the 5th day of March next. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ·desire to ask unailimous con
sent to have printed in the RECORD-an address by my colleague 
Mr. MOTr delivered yesterday at the National Rivers and Har
bors Convention. . 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from New Yor~ asks unani· 
mous consent to print in the OoNGltES_sroNAL RECORJ? an address 
delivered yesterday at the Rivers and Harbors Convention by 
his colleague Mr. MOTT.· Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATIONS IN CERTAIN STATES. 

The SPEAKER. The unftnish~ · business is the bill H. R. 
15617, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read · o.s. follows: 
A bill (H. R. 15617) to establish fish-hatching and flsh-cW,tural sta

tions in the States of Alabama; Lonislana ; Florida ; Geor~ South 
Carolina, or North Carolina; Maryland or Virginia \'Or(lgon·or washing
ton: Texas· Oklahoma: Illinois; Washington; Anzona; New Mexico; 
Michigan; idaho; Missouri; Pennsylvania, Delaware, or New Jersey; 
and Minnesota. · · 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vot~ demanded on any amend
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read a third time. 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. · F6r what purpose does the gentleman rise?' 
Mr. BENNET. To move to recommit the bill to the Com-

mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from New York opposed 

to the bill? 
Mr. BENNET. I am. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman w111 send the motion to the 

desk. : 
The Clerk will report the amendment. : ,. ' 
The Clerk· read as follows: 
Mr. BENNET moves to· recommit the ))ill to the Committee on the 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries with the following amendment: Page 2, 
after line 3, insert : 

" State of Wisconsin, $50,000. 
"State of Tennessee, $50,000. · 
"State of New York, QD Long Island, $50,000. 
" State of Colorado, $50,000." . 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recoininit. 
The question was ta,ken, and the Speaker announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. · · 
Mr. BENNET. Division, Mr. Speaker. · -
The House divided ; and there were-ayes 16, noes 64. 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, ! 'make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. _ · 
The SPEAKER. The Chair wi11 count. [After counting.] 

One hundred and eighty-nine Members are present, not a 
quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors;· the·. Sergeant 
at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk Will call the 
roll. 

l\Ir. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, is the question on the mo-
tion to recommit? : -

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 
Those in favor of the motion offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BENNET] to recommit will, as their names are 
called, answer "yea," and those opposed will answer "nay," 
and the Clerk .will call the roll. 

The question was taken ; and there were-yeas 53, nays 305, 
answered " present " 1, not voting 75, as follows : 

Austin 
Bennet 
Booner 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Cannon · 

YEAS-53. 
Carter, :Mass. Danforth 
Chandler, N.Y. Dempsey 
Charles Eagan 
Chipertield Farley 
()()Ieman Fitzgerald 
Conry Gallivan 

Gregg 
Hamilton, N.Y. 
Hicks 
Houston 
Hulbert 
Humphreys, Miss. 

Husted 
Kettner 
Langley 
London 
McDermott 
McKellar 
Magee 
Maher 

Aber(rcmbie 
Adair 
Adamson 
AlexanJer 
.Alltn 
Almon 
Anderson 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
As well 

Miller, Minn. Platt 
Moon Pratt 
Moores, Ind. Riordan 
Morrison Rowe 
Mott Siegel . 
Oglesby Smith, N. Y, 
Padgett Snyder 
Parker, N.Y. - Tague 

NAYB-305. ,,: • 
Emerson King · 
Esch Kinkaid 
Estopinal Kitchin 
Evans Konop 
Farr La Follette 
Ferris • .. Lazaro · 
Fess .=· . 11 Lee 
Fl<'lds Lehlbach 
Fkod Lenroot 
Fordney :, 1 • •• Lesher 

Bailey 
Bark!ey 
Bar:rhart 
Bell 
Black 
Bhickmon 
B'orland 
Bowers 

F'oss ; •• ': Lever 
.. ·., F'oster , _

1 
Lieb 

Frear - ·-. Lindbergh 

Britt 
Britten 

.Browne 
Browning 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Burgess 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Ca;llaway 
Campbell 
Candler, Miss. 
Can trill 
Capstick 
Caraway 
Carlin 
Carter, Okla. 
Casey 
Church 
Clark, Fla. 
Cline 
Coady 
·collier 
Connelly 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, W.Va. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox 
Crago 
Cramton l : 
Crisp 
Crosser 
Curry 
Dal~1 Vt. 
Dalunger 
Davenport 
Davis, Mlnn. 
Davis, Tex. 
Decker 
Denison 
Dent 
Dewalt 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Dill 
D11Ion 
Dixon 
Doolittle 
Doremus 
Dough ton 
Dowell 
Drukker 
Dunn ' 
bupre 
Dyer 
Eagle . 
Edwards 
Elston 

r : 

Frc~man Linthicum . : 
Fuller Lloyd 
GaUagher Lobeck 
Gard . , . Longworth 
Garland Loud 
Garner '>!" McAndrews 
Garrett ' -McArthur 
Gillett McClintic 
Glynn McCracken 
Godwin, N.C. McCulloch 
Good McFadden 
Goodwin, Ark, McKenzie 
Gordon McLaughlin 
Gray, Ala. McLemore 
Gray, Ind. Madden 
Gray, N.J. Mann 
Green, Iowa Mapes 
Greene, Mass. Martin 
Greene, Vt. Matthews 
Griest M'ays 
Hadley Meeker 
Hamilton, Mich. Miller, Del. 
Hamlin Mondell 
Hardy .Montague 
Harrison, Miss. Moore, Pa. 
Harrison, Va. Morgan, Okla. 
Hastings Morin 
Haugen )M:udd 
Hawley . Neely 
Hayden · Nelson 
Heflin Nicholls, S. C. 
Helgesen Nichols, Mich. 
Helm North 
Helvering Norton 
Henry Oakey 
Hernandez Oldfield 
Hill Oliver 
Hilliard Olney 
Holland O'Shaunessy 
Hollingsworth Overmyer 
Hood . . Page, N. C. 
Hopwood Paige, Mass. 
Howard Park 
Howell Parker, N.J. 
Huddleston Peters 
Hughes Phelan 
Hull, Iowa Porter 
Hull, Tenn. Pou 
Humphrey, Wash. Powers 
Igoe Quin 
Jncoway Ragsdale 
James Rainey 
Johnson, Ky. Raker 
Johnsen, Wash. Ramseyer 
Jones Randall 

·,· 

Kahn Rauch 
Kearns Rayburn 
Keating Reavis 
Keister Reilly 
Kelley Ricketts 
Kennedy, Iowa Roberts, Mass. 
Kennedy, R.I. Roberts, Nev. 
Kent Rodenberg 
Kincheloe Rogers 

ANSWERED '1 PRESENT "-1. 
McKinley 

NOT VOTING-75. 
Aiken Edmonds Hinds 

Ward 
Watson, Va. 
Wlhfon, Ill. 
Winslow · 
Woods, Iowa 

Rouse 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Russell, Ohio. 
Safiath 
Saunders 
Schall . 
Scott; Mich. 
Sears 
Sells 
Shallenberger 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Sinnott 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Sloan 
Small 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex. 

··Sparkman 
Stafford 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Steele, Iowa 
Steele, Pa. 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stiness 
Stone 
Stout 
Sulloway 
Sumners 
Sutherland 
Sweet 
Switzer 
•.raggart 

· Talbott 
Taylor, Colo. 
Temple 
.Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkha.m 
Towner · 
VanDyke 
Venable 
Vinson 

- Volstead 
Walker 
Walsh 
Wason 
Watkins 
Watson, Pa. 
Webb 
Whaley 
Wheeler 
Williams, T. S. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Wise 
Wood, Ind. 
Woodyard 
Young, N.Dak. 
Young, Tex. 

Ayres Ellsworth Hutchinson 
Bacharach Fairchild Johnson, S.Dak. 
Barchfeld Finley Key, Ohio 

Price 
Rowland 
Sanford 
Scott, Pa. 
Scully 
Shackleford 
Shouse 
Slemp 

Beakes Flynn Kless, Pa. 
Beal~s Focht Kreider 
Benedict Gandy Lafean 
Bruckner Gardner Lewis 
Brumbaugh Glass Liebel 
Burke Gould Littlepage 
Carew Graham Loft 
Cary Griffin McGillicuddy 
Copley Guernsey Miller, Pa. 
Costello Hamill Mooney 
Cullop Hart Morgan, La. 
Dale, N. Y. Haskell Moss 
Darrow Hayes Murray 
Dooling Hr-aton Nolan 
Driscoll Hensley Patten 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

Smith, Minn. 
Snell 
~~N~ens, Miss. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark. 
Treadway 
Tribble 
Vare 
Wilson, Fla. 
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The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: . : -
:Mr. AIKEN with- l\fr. NoLAN. 
Mr. Moss with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. BEAKES with Mr. MooNEY. 
Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana with Mr. "BEALES. 
Mr. BRuCKNER with 1\Ir. Ml:LLER. of Pennsylvania. 
?tir. McGILLICUDDY with Mr. BENEDICT. 
Mr. BRUMBAUGH with ~Ir. KREIDER.. 
Mr. LoFT with Mr. CARY. · 

' Mr. BURKE with Mr. KIEss of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. l"...ITTLEPAGE with Mr. CoPLEY. . 
Mr. CAREW with Mr. JoHNSON of South Dakota. 
Mr. LIEBEL with Mr. CosTELLO. · 
Mr. CULLOP with Mr. H'tJTCHINSON. 
Mr. HENSLEY with Mr. DARROW. -
Mr. DOOLING with Mr. HINDS. 

· Mr. HART with Mr. EDMONDS. 
Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. HEATON. 
Mr. HAMILL with Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
Mr. FLYNN with Mr. HAYES. 
Mr. GRIFFIN with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
Mr. GANDY with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
Mr. GLASS with Mr. FocHT. 
Mr. PBrcE with Mr. GRAHAM. 
Mr. WILsoN of ·Florida with Mr. RowLAND. 
Mr. ScULLY with Mr. GoULD. 
Mr. TRmBLE with Mr. ScOTT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr . . SHACKLEFORD with Mr. VARE. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas with Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. 
Mr. STEPHENs of Mississippi with Mr. SNELL. 
Mr. TAVENNER with Mr. TREADWAY. 
Mr. KEY of Ohio· with Mr. LAFEAN. 
Mr. MURRAY with Mr. BACHARACH. 
Mr. SHousE with Mr. SLEMP. · 
Mr. DALE of New York with Mr. HAsKELLo 
Mr. AYRES with Mr. SwiFT. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. SANFORD. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 

open the doors. The motion to recommit is lost. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. · 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

MESSAG.E FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. Sharkey, one of his secretaries. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled ·joint resolu
tion of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the 
Department of Labor to make an inquiry into the cost of living 
in the District of Columbia .and to report thereon to Congress as 
early as practicable. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

• Mr. THoMPSON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Julia A. Slaybaugh, H. R. 6474, Sixty
fourth Congress, no adver~e report having been made thereon. 

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE-ANNUAL REPORT, GOVERNOR OF THE PANAMA 
CANAL (H. DOC. NO. 1498). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom
panying documents, were referred to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
annual report of the Governor of the Panama Canal for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1916. 

WOODROW WILSON. 
THE WHITE HousE, December 7, 1916. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATIONS IN CERT.AJN STATES. 

The SPEAKER. '!'he gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
d emands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Tl'le SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. This is on the 

passage of the bill. · · 

The question was taken; and. there were-yeas 189, nays 159; 
answered n present " 2, not voting 84, as follows : 

Abercrombie 
Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Almon 
As well 
Austln . 
Bailey 
Barnhart 
Bell 
Black 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowers 
Britt 
Browning 
Buchanan, Ill. 
BurgesR 
Burnett 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Callaway 
Capstick 
Carlin 
Carter, Okla. 
Casey · 
Church 
Clark, Fla. 
Cline 
. Coady 
Coleman 
Collier 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. -
Crago 
Crisp 
Cullop 
Curry 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tex. 
Decker 
Dent 
Dewalt 
Dickinson 
Dill 
Dough ton 

Adair 
Anderson 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barkley 
Bennet 
Britten 
Browne 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Butler 
;Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Candler, Miss. 
Cannon . 
Carter, Mass. 
Chandler, N.Y. 
.Charles 
Chiperfield 
Connelly 
Conry 
Cox 

I ·· Cramton 
Crosser 
bale Vt. _,, " 
Dallinger ~ r 
Danforth " r_ 
Dempsey :- !f 1 

Denison 
Dies · - ~ · 

_B~g: ~ ; 
E~~~nle .<tr: . 
Drukker : : ~ 
Dunn 
Elston 
Emerson 

.; 
J ~ -

Esch 
Evans ':l:;; .: 

,:.x. ~J!IS ; ; . 
---...--;w 

.:· : _~r~ ~ 
Aiken 1 ~ :· r 

.Ayres 
Bacharach 
Barchfeld 
Beakes 
Beales 
Benedict 
Bruckner 
Brumbaugh 
Burke 
Cantrlll 
Caraway 
Carew 

YEAS-189. · 
Dupre Lazaro 
Dyer Lesher 1 • 

Eagan .. Lever 
Eagle Lleb · 
.Edwal'tls Liebel 
Farr Linthicum 
Ferris Lloyd 
Fordney Lobeck 
Fuller London 
Gallagher Loud 
Gard McAndrel'I'S 
Garner McArthur 
Godwin, N.C. McClintic 
Goodwin, .Ark. McCracken -
Gray. Ala. McD~rmott 
Gref'ne, Mass. McKinley 
Gregg McLaughlin 
Hadley . · . McLemore 
Hamilton, Mich. Magee 
Bamlln Martin 
Hardy May!'! 
Harrison, Va. Miller, Del. 
Hastings Miller, Minn. 
Hawley ·Mondel~ . 
Hayden Moore. Pa. 
Betlin Morgan, Okla. 
Henry Neely 
Hernandes Nicholls, S. C. 
Hllllard Nichols, Mich • 
Holland Oakey 
Hollingsworth Oldfield 
Hood Oliver 
Howard Olney , 
Howell O'Shauness:r 
Huddleston Overmyer 
Hughes Pagej N. C. 
Humphrey, Wash: Park 
Humphreys, Miss. Porter . 
Igoe Pou 
Jacoway Quin 
Johnson, Wash. Ragsdale 
Kahn ltatney 
Kearns Raker 
Kennedy, R. I. Randall 
Kettner Rauch 
King Rodenber~ 
Kitchin Rouse 
La Follette Rowe 

NAYS-159. 
Farley Kincheloe 
:Fess Kinkaid 
Fields Konop 
Fitzgerald - L~ngley 
Foss Lehlbach 
Foster ··• · · Lenroot . 
Frear Lindbergh • 
Freeman Longworth 
Gallivan McCulloch 
Garland · . • McFadden 
Garrett ! ' t · McKellar 
Gillett McKenzie 
Glass Madden 
Glynn , ... ,, Mann 
Good Mapes 
Gordon Ma.tthews 
Gray, Ind. ·Meeker 
Gray, N.J. · Montagtie 
Green. Iowa Moon 
Greene, Vt. Moores, Ind. 
Griest Morrison 
Hamilton, N.Y. Mott 
Haugen Mudd 
Helgesen Nelson 
Helm North 
Helverlng Oglesby 
Hicks Padgett 
Hill Paige, Mass. 
Hopwood Parker, N.J. 
Hulbert Parker, N.Y. 
Hull, Iowa Peters 
Hull, Tenn. Phelan 
Husted Platt 
James Powers 
Johnson, Ky. Pratt 
Keating Ramseyer 
Keister Rayburn 
Kelley Reavis 
Kennedy, Iowa Reilly 
Kent Ricketts 

ANSWERED "PRESENT ",--2. 
Flood Houston 

NOT VOTING-84. 
Cary 
Copley 
Costello 
Dale, N.Y. 
Darrow 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Driscoll 
Edmonds 
Ellsworth 
Estopiilal 
Fairchild 
Finley 

Flynn 
Focht 
Gandy 
Gardner 
Gould 
Graham 
Griffin 
Guernsey 
Hamill 
Harrison, Miss. 
Hart 
Haskell 
Hayes 

Rubey 
Rucker 
Russell, Mo. 
Sabath . 
Saunders 
Schall 
Scott, Mich. 
Sears 

... !' 

Shall en berger 
Sherwood 
Sinnott ·· 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith,- Mich. 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stiness 
Stone 
Sumners 
Sutherland 
Tague , 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thompson 
TiiJman 
VanDyke 
Vinson 
Volstead 
Walker 

. Watkins 
Watson, Pa. 
W11tson, ya • .. 
Whaley · . . . 
Wh~eler 
Wilson', La. 
Wingo 
Wise .·. 
Woodyard 
Y.oung, N.Dak. 

, Young, Te:r! , 

· Roberts, Mas's. · 
Roberts, Nev: 
Rogers •· ' 
~:r~:en, Ohio : . . 

Sherley 
Siegel • 
Sims 
Sisson 
Sloan 

· Snyder ·. 
Statrord 
Steele, Iowa 
Steele, Pa.· 
Stephens, Nebr • . ·r 
Sterling 
Stout 
Sul.loway 
Sweet · · 
Switzer 
Taggart · 
Temple 
Thomas 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Towner 
Treadway 
Walsh 
Ward · 

·Wason 
Webb .. 
Williams, T. S. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ill. 
Winslow 
Wood, Ind. 
Woods, Iowa. 

Heaton 
Hensley 
Hlnds 
Hutchinson 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Jones 
Key, Ohio 
Kiess, Pa. 
Kreider 
Lafean 
Lee 
~wis 
L~ttlep~ge 

.. ... 
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Loft Mmray 
McGiillcuddy Nolan 
Maher Norton 
Miller, Pa. Patten 
Mooney Pr1ce 
Morgan, La. Riordan 
Morin Rowland 
Moss Sanford 

So the bill was passed. 

'Scott, Pa. 
Scully 
Shackleford 

- Shouse 
Slemp 
Smith,N. Y. 
Snell 
Stephens. Miss. 

Swift 
Talbott 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark. 
Tribble 
Vare 
Venable 
Wilson, Fla. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice : 
Mr. CANTRILL with Mr. GUERNsEY. 
Mr. VENABLE with Mr. HUTCHINSON. 
Mr. CARAWAY with Mr. SNELL. 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. MoRIN. 
Mr. DoBEMUs with Mr. RoWLAND. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas With Mr. NORTON. 
Mr. EsTOPINAL with Mr. BACHARACH. 
Mr. RIORDAN with Mr. FOCHT. 
Mr. IIAlmrsoN of Mississippi with Mr. BENEDICT. 
Mr. MAHER With Mr. CosTELLO. 
Mr. HAYDEN with Mr. BEALES. 
Mr. LEE with Mr. NoLAN. 
Mr. JoNES With Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
Mr. SMITH of New York with Mr. BABCliFELD. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed, and I move to lay that motion 
on the table. _ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it \Vlll be so ordered. 
Mr. RAKER. Reserving the right to object, the title should 

be am~nded. 
Mr. AL.EXANDER. The title should be amended to include 

the State of-California. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be amended 

as indicated by the gentleman from Missouri. 
There was no objection. 
On motion of Mr. Al:.ExANDEB, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed · was laid on the table. 

INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT ELECT. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, there is a Senate concurrent 
resolution ( S. Con. Res. 27) on the Speaker's table. It provides 
for the appointment of a committee to make the necessary ar
rangements for the inaugural ceremonies. Perhaps that resolu
tion might as well be disposed of now as at any time, and I ask 
the Speaker to lay the resolutio-n before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 
Mr. GARRETT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 

Speaker's table, and . that the House now consider, Senate eon
current resolution 27. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent to take :trm:n the Speaker's table Senate coneur
rent resolution 27, about the inauguration. Is th~re objection? 

Mr. MANN. Let it be reported first. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved 'by the Senate (the House of Representative8 concurring), 

That a joint comlnlttee, consisting of three Senators and three ReJJre
sentatlves, to be aJ'pointed by tM Presidellt o! the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively, ls authorized 

· to make the :necessary arrangements for the inauguration of the Presi
dent elect of the United States on the 5th day of March next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of this resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to ; and the Speaker appointed as 

the comtnittee on the part of tne House Messrs. RucKER, GA:B· 
RETT, and MCK.!NLEY. 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 
Mr. KITCHIN. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

on Saturday next House bill 11250, known as the vocational 
educational bill, shall be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fr01n North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that on next Saturday, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal and the clearing up of the business 
on the Speaker's table, the vocational education bill (H. R. 
11250) be taken up. Is there objection? 

Mr. 1\f.ANN. Reserving ~the right to object, 'will the gentle
man permit me to make a suggestion? 

1\fr. KITCEUN. Certainly. 
1\Ir. 1\IANN. 'Under the request which the gentleman makes, 

if the bill is not disposed of on- Saturday it will-not be privileged 
after thM. I think if we take 'Up that bill we -ought to take "it 

up in such a way that it will be finally disposed of, and I sug
gest to. "tlie gentleman that ·he request tl:Jat the bill be made 
privileged, subject to appropriation bffis. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I was about to ask that it b'e made privi
leged, subject to the right of way of appropriation bills. 

Mr. MANN. And other privileged matters. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that beginning with Saturday, after the 
reading of the Journal and the disposition of matters on the 
Speaker's table, the vocational education bill be made a privi
leged bill, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And other privileged bills. 
The SPEAKER. And things of that sort. 
Mr. MANN. And other privileged days. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Just to give it a pl.'ivileged status. Is there 

objection? • 
There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL SATUllD.AY NEXT. 

- Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday 
next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday 
next. Is there objection? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Reserving the right to object, what effect 
will that ha\e on the rights of the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions? That committee has a bill ready to act upon to-monow, 
which is the regular day. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will say to the gentleman--
The SPEAKER. We can not take it up to-morrow if the 

House adjourns. 
Mr. KITCHIN. We can make the arrangement we have made 

heretofore for unanimous consent, that on Saturday after 5 
o'clock, or after 6 o'clock. we can consider pension bills. 

Mr. MANN. Why not now provide by unanimous consent that 
it shall be in order to consider that bill on Saturday? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will ask unanimous consent that that bill
the pension bill-be in order on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that on Saturday it be in order to consider 
the pensi6n bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, has the other request been 
granted, that we adjourn until Saturday? · 

The SPEAKER. No; it has not. 
Mr. ADAM:SON. I want to ask what effect that will have 

upon the meeting df our committee to-morrow? That will not 
affect the legality of the meeting of our committee, will it? 

The SPEAKER. Why, no. You have got the right to meet 
any day in -the year. 

Mr. MANN. You Call meet at midnight if yon can get the 
members of the committee together. 

Mr. ADAMSON. We will get in an ail-day meeting, then, if 
we can get a way from this wrangle here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. AsHBROOK] 
proposes to object, unless his l)ension bill can be considered. 

Mr. MANN. That is in the request. • 
Mr. ASHBROOK. I understand that the gentleman from 

North Carolina includes in his request that the pension bill be in 
order o-n Saturday. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And that that be disposed of before we take 
up the vocational education bill. 
• The SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from North Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that on Saturday next, the first thing after 
the l'eading of the Journal and the disposition of business on the 
Speaker's table, the pension bill shall be called up and disposed 
of, and -that i'ollowing that tbe vocational education bill be a 
matter of-prtvilege. 

Mr. MANN. And that when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to 
meet on -Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. Yes ; and that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection .. 

FOOD. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
change of reference of House resolution 389, -directing the Fed
eral Trade Commission to investigate and report to the House 
of Representatives the facts relating to the production, market
ing, and distribution of -food -:pr-oducts in the United States, 
together with any violations of the antitrust taws in connection 
therewith, and recommendations for greater economy and effi-
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ciency in the marketing of food products and the punishm~nt and 
prevention of extortion in the prices thereof. 

This resolution was sent by the Speaker to the ComJDittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The fact is that it is on a 
subject which has been before the Committee on the Judiciary. 
That committee have had hearings on it, and this is the amplifi
cation of the resolution upon which the Judiciary Committee 
have had hearings. Therefore I ask a chanpe of reference to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mous consent that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of House 
resolution 389, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. Is there objection? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker--
The SPE.AKER. For wh~t purpose does the gentlemaq. from 

Georgi·a rise? 
l\lr. ADAl\fSON. I rise to reserve the right to object, in order 

to make an observation. 
I do not see why a resolution referred to the appropriate com

mittee through inadvertence or otherwise should be changed. 
This resolution plainly .and evidently deals with matters under 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce; it deals with an investigation that that committee 
has the authority to order. The fact that they have stated in 
their bill something about the antitrust law does not divest 
the committee of its fundamental jurisdiction. It may be that 
in conducting an investigation our committee might unearth 
something about the antitrust law and in its investigations as 
to the trade conditions in beef. While I am not going to inter
fere with the liberal construction of the administration of the 
Speaker in being good to all the committees that do not have 
much of anything to do, I shall protest, at least formally, against 
being divested of jurisdiction which properly belongs to a com
mittee which can and does do business. [Laughter.] I shall 
leave it to the Speaker and shall not raise any row about it, 
but I will not agree that a resolution which belongs to our 
committee shall be taken away. · 

l\Ir. MANN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 
l\Ir. ADAMSON. I will yield to the gentleman 'from Illinois. 
1\fr. MANN. I should be glad to have the resolution remain 

with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, but 
after all this is a supplemental resolution. There are a lot, I 
do not know how many, about 15 or 20, kindred resolutions 
from different sources which have been referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, and this is simply a supplemental reso
lution, and in the orderly procedure of business it ought to go 
to that committee without affecting the question of jurisdiction 
between the committees. , 

1\fr. ADAMSON. If the gentleman from Missouri will state 
that the purpose of the investigation is to ascertain violations 
of the antitrust law I will waive any objections I may have. 

Mr.· BORLAND. I am much obliged to the gentleman for the 
courtesy, because we had no intention to take it away from his 
committee, but simply to follow up the work already done by 
the other committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair inadvertently sent this to the 
committee presided over by the gentleman from Georgia, and 
the Chair has stated a dozen times that that committee has a 
lot of work to do and does a lot of work. The rest of these bills 
have been sent to the Judiciary Committee. The House can 
do as it pleases. Is there objection to the request of the gentle
man from Missouri? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri if this is the 
resolution known as the beef-trust resolution? 

1\Ir. BORLAND . . It is. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And w~s before the Judiciary 

Committee at the last session? · 
1\fr. BORLAND. The original resolution was before the com

mittee at the last session, not this resolution. 
l\11·. MOORE of Pennsylvania. What progress was made by 

thE- Judiciary Committee? 
Mr. BORLAND. There were extensive hearings, occupying 

10 or 12 days in all, and the printed copies of the hearings are 
in existence. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The purpose of this resolution 
is to inquire into the high cost of living, the price of beef and 
meats generally. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Has not the Attorney General 

announced a purpose of making an inquiry of this kind? 
Mr. BORLAND. I think be bas; I hope he has; but that 

would not obviate the work done here. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to say that the 
question of the price of meats in the large cities is an aggra
vated one. 'fe waited patiently all of last session to have som~ 
action taken on these resolutions. No action appears to have 
been taken. Now, if we are to fall again between the three 
stools-the Attorney General, the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, an the Committee on the Judiciary-we 
might as well have an understanding now when this question of 
unanimous consent is asked. Does the gentleman think he is 
going to get any action on the high cost of living if this reso
lution is referred to the Judiciary Committee? 

1\fr. BORLAND. I do. 
· 1\fr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the 
regular order, and the regular order is, Is there objection to this 
change of reference? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyl\ania. Reserving the right to object, 
I merely want to say--

Mr. SHERLEY. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. :MOORE of Pennsylvania. Evidently the gentleman does 

not want action. 
The . SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Missouri? 
1\lr. ADAMSON. I shall not object on the statement of the 

gentleman from Missouri that the purpose is to investigate vio
lations of the antitrust law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I object. 
1\fr. MANN. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

gentleman from Wisconsin [1\Ir. FREAR] may address the House 
for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lllinois asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] 
may address the House for one hour. Is there objection? 

1\fr. ADAMSON. For the purpose of asking a question, I 
reserve the right to object, and for that purpose only. Is it the 
intention to transact any other business in the House to-day? 

1\Ir. KITCHIN. No; we will adjourn after the remarks of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin if consent is granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin [1\fr. FREAR] 
be permitted to address the House for one hour. Is there objec-
tion? · 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

1\fr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I · again submit my request for 
unanimous consent for change of reference on House resolution 
389 from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. The purpose of this is to 
discover violations of the antitrust law. 

The SPEAKER. · Is this the same matter the gentleman had 
up a moment ago? 

Mr. BORLAND. It is. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bon

LAND] asks unanimous consent to rerefer House resolution .389 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, for the present 
I object. 

PlJBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] 
is recognized for one hour. 
PUBLIC BUILDING WASTE REACHES MANY MILLIONS OF DOLLARS EVERY 

YEAR-EIGHTY PER CENT OF THJII PROPOSED 1916 ITEMS IS W ASTil, 
ACCORDING TO TREASURY DEP4RTMENT COMPUTATIONS-IT Is A 
"PORK-BARREL" BILL, IN DEGREE ]'ULLY AS BAD AS THlil AVIIRAGJI 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL-THlll LAST PUBLIC B UILDINGS BILL ·WAS 
PASSED BY THBI HOUSE WITH 20 MINUTES' DEBATI'l--THIS BILL CAR
RIES $35,000,000 AND SHOULD BE DEFEATED. 

:Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, the House has passed within a 
half hour an omnibus bill by a vote of 188 to 159 appropriating 
neal'ly $900,000 for 18 fish hatcheries scattered from Alabama 
to Washington, in addition to 40 now established. The House 
probably noticed that some of the distinguished Members on 
the Democratic side, including the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITz
GERALD], voted against that omnibus bill, which proposed to 
establish fish hatcheries throughout the country. Yesterday 
there was given to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury a 
report in which he vigorously criticised the omnibus public 
buildings bill calling for $35,000,000, nnd gave reasons why, in 
his judgment, that bill ought to be defeated. Yesterday, also, the 
distinguished Vice President of the United States, Mr. MAR-



104 06NGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE DEOEMBER 7 '· 

sHALL, in welcoming a body of men known as the River and Har- PR.Ol!'LIG.ATJ!l W A.STE. 

bor Congress, which is a lobby organized for the purpose-of urg- In 
1ng the ~assage of river and harbor bills, also recommended a its Democratic national p,latform, adopted at Baltimore, 
change in the method of appropriations from om.Dibus bills to the party now in power said : 
specific legislation. T.he protest against "pork barrels" is in We denounce the profligate waste of mon~ wrung· from the people 
the air and at this time Mr Speaker I desire to discuss briefiy ' by oppressive taxation through lavish appropriations of recent Repub-

'. . .' . · . • . 11can Congresses which have kept taxes hlgh. • • • We demand a 
the subJeCt of public buildmgs. bills, and ask unammous consent ~tnrn to that simplicity which befits 31 democratic Gov&."fllllent. 
to extend my remarks in the REcoRD. Oh · . F · ,~ b 1 · · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CoNRY}. The g€ntleman au;nan r~z~~· m u.e ate ast sessiOn, declared of his 
from \Visconsin asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks- own party associates. 
in the RECORD. Is there objection? They have unnecessarily piled . up publi.c expenditures until the 

There was no objection. Democratic Party is becoming the laughingstock ot the country. 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I speak in opposition to the pend- In the same speech he referred to "this band of Treasucy 

ing $35,000,000 public-buildings bill, which we are told will pass looters." ' 
at this session. Judging from past experience the bill will be Many like statements have he.en. heard from the other side of 
loaded down at the other end of the Capitol with from $5,000,000 the ai_$,e by way of confession~ and the w:o~rds of Representative 
to $10,000,000 more" Government mo-numents.," so that it prom- SrssoN, of Mississippi, were to the same effect when he said to 
ises to rival the $43,000,000 river and harbor pork barrel passed the House: 
at this same ses.&ion of Congress. The last public-buildings act I must apologize to you Republicans for having ever used the words 
was rushed through the House undeJ: suspension of the rules. "crim!nally extrava.ga;nt" in- criticizing the appropriations that you 
Only 20 · th ts f th bill · hich made, for if that expression "criminally extravagant'! was proper to minutes were given e opponen o e lD W apply to you, my- God ! the English language has never found an ad-
to discuss a bill of 50 pages, containing. between 400 and 500 ject:ive strong enough to apply to Democratic extravaganc.es~ 
items, appropriating over $40,000,000, and covering extravagant Witb expert opinions. to guide us on nast extravae:ances of 
and worthless projects from one end of the country to the other. .!:" ~ 
The House and the public were blindfolded as to facts, and then this adminiStration, let us consider the new $35,000,000 bill, 

ifl di . which cares for the interests of 300 or more separate congres.· 
bound and gagged by a vote of 154, to SO to st· e- scusslon. sional districts with over 400 items~ and binds, gagsr and blind-
Those who would know the reeord will find it beginning- on folds Congress when 1t is passed by the Rouse. 
pages 3299 and 4245 of the CoNG).mSSIONAL REcoRD of ·the Sixty- Mr. Spea.ker, two public. omnibus legislative scandals have 
second Congress, b 4th c Protests upon protests against the bill and its method of een wstened on ongresa recently. TWo scandals that fihd 
passage will there be found in. the few minutes then permitted supporters but. few apologists. From insignificant weaklings 
for discussion. they have grown to mighty giants until through allotment of 

There will be found the denunciation of Mr. Fr'l'Z"GERALD, o.f political pe.lf, tbey now seek to gov-ern oth-er important legis-
New Yo1·k, chairman of the app.ro:gdationS: bill, who said: lation. 

I denounce as indefeJlsible this me.thod of passt.ng. a publ1c- building 
bill. • · • ... It- can:- n<rt be defended! from any standpoint of public 
nec~ity. 

Ot the 3_2 most important chairmanships; of House committees, 
Mr. FITZGERALD ' is the- only- chairman. from any Northern State, 
an.d as the Northern States pay· nearly 9o per~ cent of the rev
enues with. which this Government: is; being run~ and from which 

. appropriations are made, his remarks are of ex~pti.onal weight. 

AN AUDACIOUS RAID ON TH' 'RRE4SURY~ 

A leading Democratic. Senator said of the 1913 public-buildings 
bill it was "the boldest and most audacious raid on the Public 
Treasury· that has been attemt!ted in recent y:ears." The same 
judgment may be I!assed on the 1916. bill now before the House; 

When- the 1913 measure was returned with Senate, amend
ments, tbe gentleman from Alabama [Ml~. BURNETT]', in charge 
of the bill, said : 

Botb omnibus hills are· founded on. private greed and local 
selfishness.. They ~ermeate political and legislative_ activities 
and encourage tbe belief. among shortsighted constituencies 
that 'the relative value of a Rep,resentative"s. service is: deter
mined by his ability to obtain a;pprop:riations. for his constitu
ency. Legitimate. public improvements throughout the · country, 
therefore.,. ara required to supp<iU:t these omnibus bills, covering, 
a.s thei. do., scandalous. treasury hauls which during. the last two 
decades have jumped from lilliputian size to scores of millions 
in bills reeking with profligate waste. 

Heretofore I have endeavored, although possibly too briefly, 
to disc.u.ss. and expose s.everal river and harbor ex:trayagances 
and the: Mississiplli River $16~.000 land reclamation bill, in 
an. effort. to arQuse sentiment against: such notorious raids. on 
the Federal Treasury. I herewith offer. a_ brief analysis of the 
puhlic buildings legislative atrocity, which also .bas served to 
make. Congress. a laughingstock. tlu:oughout the country. For 
scientific dlstrillut!on of political pm:k it has no parallel, as 

r desire merely to state that there are a number of Senate amend- may be easily demonstrated. 
ments ; there are some of them perhaps that are go.od and many of · 
them no doubt are bad. 

The record, however, fails to show that- any of the many bad 
ones put in by the House or Senate -were omitted. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr-. BoRLAND] said on the same 
day, February 27, 1913: 

The bill contains perhaps less than a score of items that can be at
tacked on any ground of Just criticism out in the country but contains 
nearly $10,000,000 hogshead of pork for the District of Columbia. We 
are compelled to submit to this unjust criticism from one end of the 
country to th.e other of having prepared a pork-barrel bill., when there 
is not a Member of th.ts House that has got more than a sllce of side 
meat c.ompared with this hogshead of pork (Senate amendments). I 
am disgusted w1th this high-handed attemp.t to not only get the lion's 
share of the pw.:k, but to load all the odium.. upon. the House of Repre
sentatives. 

This suggests a new odium movie tragedy entitled 'l Who gets 
the most-pork, or when is au egg too bad to use? •• 

On a second motion to suspend: rules and demand itnmediate 
conference, the opposition to the bill was- snowed under-
164 to 26 (p. 4247:). A record· vote of 104 majority was cast 
against instructing the conferees to-urge an amendment to limit 
buildings to offices. having more than $10,000 annual receipts. 
No restrictions-in pork getting,were favored. 

Without debate or investigation, amid cries, shown by. the 
RECORD, of" Vote I" H Vote!" on page 4245, which significantly 
sounds like " Pork! " "Pork! " the bill was passed without a 
r-oll call. Before the 1916 . bill is. reached on the calendar, and 
before the House is again blindf.olded, bound, and gagged on 
tlle new $35,000,000 public-buildings bill, which may eventually 
reach over $40,000,000,: I desire· to place before you some facts 
to show. the legislativec Se.andal that will be involved through 
stifiing lnvestiga.tlon and debate on this bill and by its passag~. 

P'OBlD BARRBLS< MUST Bll ABANDONED. 

Other members are better able to perform this service and 
I do no.t expect to offer a.n.y thoroughgoing analysis of either 
the 1913 or· 1916 bills. I desire, however, to present a few 
facts· tha.t must soon convince intelligent men that public
buildings. bills. and river and harbor bills · are largely. political 
grab measures. wasteful and indefensible in character, and 
measures that should. tie abandoned if we. would maintain our 
self-respect individually and collectively. 

For those who have not time nor inclination to investigate 
the facts, but who wish t<>. get a general understanding of 
public-buildings bills. and their methods of p1·eparation, I have 
collated a few facts taken from official sources which may be 
of use in determining what should be done with the 1916 bill. 

An agreed state of facts and the opinions. of experts will first 
be submitte.d to show that the average public-buildings bill, 
including the bill under discussion, is. indefensible and vicious 
1n principle. Some intelligent, businesslike system of determin
ing the location and character of public buildings. should be 
submitted in lieu of the shameful methods which characterize 
every public-buildings bill. 

Taxpayers overburdened with public-building, land-reclumm
tlon, and waterway pork barrels, amounting in the aggregate to 
over $100,000,000 during the year 1916, have right to rebel. 
The 1916 river and harbor bill amounted to $42,886,000, the so-
called fiood•control and l~d-reclamation bills to $50,600,000, and 
the 1916. public.-buildings bill already reaches $35,000,000. Over 
one-half of that total, it can be demonstrated, is to be wasted 
o.n ·useless, extravagant, or pl'i:vate projects and will be improp
erly drawn from the Public. Treasury by three omnibus bills 
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·during this session of Congress, ~ith other equally eXtravagant 
bills to follow. 

A public-buildings act was passed and approved March 4, 
1913, which provided for a Public Buildings Commission. That 
commission consisted of W. G. McAdoo, 'Secretary of the Treas
m·y; J. C. Reinolds, Attorney General; A. S. Burleson, Post
master General; Senators C. A. SwANsON and GEORGE SuTHER
LAND, and Representatives FRANK CLAmr and R. W. AusTIN'. 

THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMl\HSSION'S REPORT. 

The commission's ·report is found in House Document No. 936, 
Sixty-third Congress. I call attention to several statements 
therein; to wit: 

In 12 years $163,085,431 has been authorized for public build
ings. The act of 1.913 authorized $41,797,350, or over 25 per 
cent of the total. On January 1, 1914, 864 buildings had been 
completed, 120 more were in course of construction, 310 more 
authorized on sites not built, and 183 more authorized sites for 
buildings had not been purchased. The Architect's Office is 
able to prepare for about 75 buildings annually, and, according 
to information received, that office has not yet caught up with 
the demands of hungry constituencies, as set forth in the 
figures cited. 

Another significant fact is - disclosed. The average annual 
operating cost for 436 post offices, including heat, light, and so 
forth, is $2,594. Buildings costing $75,000 averaged $2,.320, and 
buildings costing $50,000 averaged $1,815 annually. To this 
cost should be added 3 per cent annual interest on the investment, 
which makes the annual cost to the Government on $50,000 
buildings $3,315 and on $75,000 buildings $4,570. To this total 
must also be added depreciation charges of approximately 3 to 5 
per cent annually, to include repairs. These figures should be 
kept in mind when ascertaining the profligate waste piled up by · 
these bills. 

The highest rental _paid by the Government to any one of the· 
· 508 post offices having over $10,000 annnal recelpts and occupy
ingleased quarters is $2,580, and the lowest rental $151 annually. 
At 378 offices the rental is less than $1,000, and at 130 offices the 
rental exceeds $1,000. For 4,'320 post 'Offices of all classes and 
branches the average annual rental in 1913 was $824. 

In other words, it now costs the Government annually about 
$824 on the average to rent offices which will cost over $3,315 
annually when $50,000 bnlldings are erected, and $4,570 when 
the cost reaches $75,000 for building nnd site. Other costs, 
present and prospective, will be set forth more In detan when · 
specific items are discussed. · 

No hasty conclusions should be reached as to necessity for 
" public monuments n in Jlm -crow towns 1:lr jerkwater stations 
until the _provisions of the 1913 law are .first examined. .An 
analysis of the laSt public-buildings act passed by Congress 
Shows conclusively just how dishonest and wasteful these bills 
have become. · 

A HIGH-CLASS COMMISSION. 

Before discussing that law I quote from the .commission's 
report signed by Messrs. McAdoo, Swanson, Sutherland, Clark, 
ano Austin. It recommends that no public building be author
ized where annual receipts are less than $10,000 per year. and in 
the consideration of each project u a comparison of rental 
value for suitable quarters, together with cost of maintenance 
and operation, including interest at 3 per cent on the invest
ment for the building proposed shall be made in order that it 
may be determined whether its erection would be a desirable 
or proper investment." Agajn the majority of the commission 
reported "A general examination of sites and buildings author
ized but not consummated has been made, and the commission 
is satisfied that some appropriations and authorizations have 
been made which are not justifi-ed. Other authorizations are 
too large." This is a positive indictment of past public-buildings 
bills and of Congress, made by reputable and responsible 
authority. 

Chairman CLABK~ ()f the committee and a member of the 
commission, signed that report. Thereafter Postmaster General 
Burleson ripped the cover from off the 1913 public-building pork 
barrel in a minority report which for comprehensive detall 
could not be surpassed. Page after pag.e of concrete .facts are 
given in Document No. 936, 'Of last session, wherein the whole 
miserable system is disclosed, not by argument, but by uncon
trovertible statistics. 

Mr. Burleson served his apprenticeship in the House and 
11fterwards undertook the administration of the department for 
which we are providing public buildings. IDs judgment of 
locality requirements -ought to be that of manager of a great 
CODliilei'Cial business. He tells us what is need-ed, but in Qrder 
to help local constituencies and boost political fortunes the 

directors 'of the company-cbngress-ihsists on establishing 
buildings at hundreds of country cross roads for political pm·
poses rather than public necessity, notwithstanding this protest 
of the business manager, chosen by the people. 

In his minority report, pages 28 and 29, Mr. Burleson, pre
sumably the best-informed member of the Public Building Com
mission, says-: 

That a public building for post-offic.e purposes only be not author
ized for any place 11Dless the rental paid tor Government offices is as 
much as $1,000 per annum, and then only when either the gross post
office receipts amount to as much as '15,000, o.r the population to as 
mnch as 5,000. 

From a brief examination ot the 1913 bill this would have 
barred over 80 per eent of the four hundred and odd projects con
tained in that bursting pork barrel, and. accord).ng to Mr. 
Burleson's conclusions, that bill was four-fifths waste when 
measured by items. By the same token over 80 per cent of 
items in the 1916 bill would be properly rejected apart from . 
extensions and increases. 

Again, Mr. Burleson says in his report-
2. ' That whenever public bUndings are authorized quarters be pro

Tided, it possible, for all permanent Government ofllces, but that no 
provision be made for any branch of the service that will not have real 
need of accommodations on at least one day of each month, except in 
the case of United States courts. 

3~ That United States eourt accommod.atlons be provided only at 
places where court has actually been in session on at least 10 days of 
the preceding year. 

Just why 10 days instead of 30 days or more was named is 
hard to say. Surely he is liberal in his estiiWltes of public 
necessity. 

DESERTED FEDERAL COURTHOUSES, 

Yet if the prqvision recommended by Mr. Burleson had been 
pursued in the past, about one-half of our magnificent deserted 
Federal courthouses would not have been built and many mil
lions of dolla.rs would not have been frittered away on extrava
gant empty buildings-monuments to our own business incapac- ' 
ity, Again, he says-

7. That the praettce of authorizing sites 1n advance of authorizations 
for buildings be diseontlnued, and that authorizations for buildings and 
sites be made simultaneously. 

Why not, except to wrongfully encourage a dribbing, unbusi
nesslike system? 

Pr-oviding this common-sense plan had been ~followed, instead 
of public grab methods, 130 sites contained in the 1913 bill . 
would have been omitted, but these items pulled votes for the 
bill, and l)ractically th~ same number 'Of sites In the 1916 bill 
are relied on to furnish 100 more votes for the measure now 
before us. · · 

Mr. Burleson says further in his report to Congress: 
20. 'lllat a lump-sum appropriation of $10,000,000 be made aunnall7 

for public buildings work. 

This would be more economical, but would not affect the 
vicious system, without other changes made in present methods. 

As the amount appropriated from 1906 to 1913, Inclusive, for 
public buildings reached about $130,000,000, or nearly double 
the average amount recommended by Postmaster General Burle
son, one efrect of his proposal will be readily appreciated. It 
tends toward needful economy. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly I yield to the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania. 
Mr. FOCHT. May I ask the gentleman whether it is not a 

rille of the committee not to consider an appropriation for any 
location unless the receipts of the particular place where it Is 
proposed to construct a public building are in excess of $10,000 2 

Mr. FREAR. No; it is not a rule. It is said to be a role, but 
by the time the gentleman has seen the statistics which I shall 
submit in respect to the 1916 bill, he will observe that it is a 
rule which is honored , by its nonobservance from beginning 
to end. 

Mr. FOCHT. I trust the gentleman will develop that. 
Mr. FREAR. I shall certainly demonstrate it to the satis

faction of the House with many items that will be submitted. 
I say any number .. I would say otfhand 100 or more of' the 
projects c.Qntained 1n this bill In one case of nine projects from 
one State not a single one of the projects reaches that amount 
of receipts. 

Mr. ·FOCHT. I asked the question for the reason that in 
several instances where I have applied for an nppropriation the 
!!rst consideration was whether there wel"e re<.'eipts exceeding 
$10,000, and I was led to believe that the committee would not 
consider the matter unless that amount was received. 

Mr. FREAR. I readily understand that that has been t11e 
position assumed by th~ committee but not observed. Let me 
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suggest as an evidence of the action of tl1c House upon that 
particular proposition that when an amendment was urged as a 

· part of the 1913 bill to limit the construction to places where 
the receipts amounted to $10,000 it was defeated in the House 
by nearly 100 majority. I stated that a few moments ago. I 
propose to offer a tentative bill suggesting a system that will, if 
adopted, remove all of these objections. 

Mr. FOCHT. The gentleman is not opposed to a public 
building where the necessity of the case demands it? 

Mr. FREAR. No; certainly not. 
Mr. FOCHT. Or where the receipts are $10,000? 
Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes, indeed. I propose to show here that 

Mr. Burleson said that the limit ought to be $15,000, and the 
Treasury Department insists that it ought to be $25,000. The 
question of the amount of money taken tn at a particular office, 
in so far as the construction of a building is concerned at that 
point has no more relation to it than has tlle umotmt of money 
takerl in by a street car conductor with the cost of the car 
that he is running. That will be readily observed when it is 
1·ealized that this money is for the purpose of carrying the 
mail and that we are carrying on our Post Office Department 
not ~1J a profit but at a loss. I shall submit in my statement 
cases showing the increased expense will be three to ten times 
the amount now paid by the Government for local rents and 
other charges, according to the estimates of the Treasury De 

~ partment. 
Mr. FOCHT. I have always understood the conception. to be 

that these appropriations are made for the accommodat~on of 
the public, and hence that it is the best kind of appropriation, 
if properly applied, that could be made by Congress. In fact, 
about the only thing that the people get with any directness is 
the delivery of the mail and the dispatch of their business; and 
if there is a community of sufficient commercial importance and 
population to require such a building I would like to ask the 
gentleman whether he is opposed to it? 

Mr. FREAR. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
what he believes is the proper standard? 

Mr. FOCHT. I think that is the standard-the importance of 
the community and the requirements and the public demand for 
the dispatch of business. 

Mr. FREAR. True; and of these 400 items that have been 
placed in the 1916 bill there is not a single item which has not 
been inserted by that very argument, dependent upon the locality 
itself dependent upon the political pull that is possessed, as to 
wheti1er the proposition is sufficient. Who is going to determine 
it? Not the Treasury Department, not the Post Office Depart
ment, but a committee which does not observe any 1·ule of which 
the gentleman speaks. · 

Mr. FOCHT. Congress is supposed to determine the ques~ 
tlon and as far as the gentleman's constant quoting of Mr. 
Burieson, I should prefer to have. his own opinion as a Member 
of Congress. 

Mr. FREAR. I thank the gentleman. The reason I have 
quoted Mr. Burleson so frequently is this: He was an able 
member of that commission. He made a statement based upon 
a very careful investigation of all the facts, that $15,000 ought 
to be the limit, the minimum. I can not conceive of any limita
tion of that kind having any bearing upon what the cost of 
the building should be. It would seeJ;D to me that the recom
mendation should come through the Treasury Department or 
the Post Office Department, depending upon the necessity of a 
particular community, and in such a case. just as with the river 
and harbor bill or any other bill, that ought to be the determin
ing factor. 

Mr. FOCHT. The gentleman's theory is to get away from 
the pork-barrel feature-

Mr. FREAR. Yes. 
lUr. FOCHT. And the local political pull it gives Congress

men. I thoroughly agree that tile building should be based 
upon the public necessity. We must stand on that. 

Mr. FREAR. I know the gentleman does. I am offering 
this statement in order to make clear where we have been led 
ln past legislation. 

... Mr. FOCHT. I think the gentleman is performing a great 
public service if he can confine the construction of post-office 
buildings to communities where necessity alone demands them. 

Mr. FREAR. I wish it were more generally believed in by 
Members of the House. · 

Returning to the Public Building Commission's report: 
Other recommendations seeking to halt or slacken the race 

for local public-build~ gifts and grafts appear in the minority 
report, which cova·s 100 pages and blasts the present system 
with a broadside of statistics. 

In this discussion it is needless to say I h.ave no interest in 
what congressional districts are affected or who introduces the 

bills acted upon by the committee. I do not presume to critfoo~ 
cize individual Members for introducing bills under local pres
sure, nor am I interested in the acts of the committee, excepting 
in so far as such acts serve to show the character of the present 
system which notoriously is affected by political or personal 
pull and in only a secondary degree by the requirements o~ 
communities or needs of the General Government. 

I do say that 400 different propositions contained in the 1916 
bill scattered all over the country are calculated to enlist the 
support of enough votes to pass any bill. That is a problem 
as serious in character as any which confronts this Congress~ 
Will Congress put through this legislative monstrosity, which 
carries many millions of dollars of wasted public money? I 
shall endeavor briefly to demonstrate, so that he who runs may 
read, that the whole bill is charged with "profligate waste,"· 
such as was denounced by the Democratic convention at Balti .. 
more and to use a further quotation from that historic but dis .. 
regarded platform, it is "wrung from the people by oppressive 
taxation." · 

LIMITATION B~SED ON RECEIPTS IS A SUBTERFUGIJ, 

An effort is made ostensibly to limit items going into the 
public-building grab bag by requiring local office annual re
ceipts to reach $10,000. This modest limit was fixed so as to 
permit thousands of villages to enter the bill, but the limit is 
regularly brushed aside by the committee, so that the rule has 
become honored by its notorious nonobservance. In other words,; 
when the annual rental is only $300 or less a new building cost
ing $3,000 or more in annual carrying charges may be built 
whenever receipts reach far less than $10,000 annually-if the 
committee so elects. 

What business reason exists for a law or rule which has 
become a political subterfuge? Let us see. The committee says 
not even $10,000 annual postage sales and income should be the 
limit. Burleson says· $15,000 annually, and Treasury officials 
believe $25,000 annual receipts should be shown before a public 
building is authorized. The matter of local receipts as a meas
ure of Government needs has no relation to the subject. The 
local post office is only a . collector, and the collection is made to 
handle and carry mail to the four quarters of the globe, not to 
erect public monuments in corner crossroads. 

The department is not self-supporting. The question govern
ing any other kind of business, public or private, would relate to 
necessity, economy, and policy. The om,nibus policy is to 
build wherever votes are needed to carry through the bill~ 
Every. excuse is urged for construction-Federal courts and 
assay offices-and now to aid the civil service. No inventive 
genius has yet thought of using these " Government monu
ments " for Army signal stations or Indian blockhouses in our 
'scheme of public defense, but no reason is too absurd to avoid 
a nonobserved limitation in receipts which in itself is unintelli
gible from any business standpoint and manifestly absurd in 
principle. 

This assumed limitation is only used to justify a bad legisla-
tive policy, as may be demonstrated. · 

In order to relieve Memba·s of Congress from the necessity of 
building tllese scandalous swap bills, and in order to permit 
them to engage in more legitimate legislative public service, I 
suggest a business proposition which will save money and time 
and promote public efficiency. Why not pass a simple measure 
to cover the following purposes? 

A BILL PROVIDING FOR A PUBLIC BUILDING COMMISSION. 

A commission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Post~ 
master General, and the Attorney General is hereby created whose duty 
it shall be to receive and investigate all applications for Government 
public buildings wherever located. The commission may provide rules 
concerning the size of communities, post-office receipts, and rental 
paid by the Government in determining where public buildings are to 
be constructed, and shall determine the character, cost, and plans of 
every such public building. 

The commission shall annually prepare a report of its findings and 
recommendations and the same shall be embodied in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and of the Postmaster General. The amounts 
required to provide for the purchase of sites, construction of buildings, 
and purchase of needed equipment shall be included and made a part 
of the regular supply bills submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, a few facts have been presented heretofore rela
tive to the vicious character of river and harbor legislation, 
which depends for its existence on votes gathered from dif· 
ferent sections of the country by the judicious distribution of 
cash. The public-buildings bill is equally indefensible. Excu.ses 
are offered that Congress grants a maximum amount for bulld
ino-s and it is then for Treasury officials to reduce the amount. 
if on~ be. That excuse is of the same character as occurs in 
river and harbor legislation when extravagance and waste is 
avoided by laying responsibility on Army engineers. Congress 
makes wasteful and extravagant appropriations for rivers and 
harbo1·s ~nd public buildings. Congress locates these ~~ improve-
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ments." Political pull is then brought to bear on the admims
trntion authorities to expend the entire amount, and frequently 
much more than the first amount granted. The system has 
resulted in illogical measures that waste a score of millions 
every year on inland waterways and insignificant harbors and 
on useless public buildings. A pretense of securing Army engi
neers' approval is offered with river and harbor projects. No 
official approval as to necessity occurs with public buildings. It 
is hugely a matter of political pull and local graft. Owners 
of desirable sites, those interested in change of locatiorr, those 
who want to see Government money spent lucally, and \arious 
other interests demand their " Government monument." 

Such bills will not bear public scrutiny, and a few facts pre
sented show imperatively that a more businesslike, economical, 
and honest method of providing public buildings must be de
vised. The money waste is large but of minor importance com
pared with the corrupt influence which underlies all omnibus 
money grabs. 

Before considering the 1916 bill I desire briefly to discuss the 
last bill pas ed by Congress in 1913, and on which much definite 
data is available. The waste, extravagance, and general char
acter of that last bill as passed by Congress may be better under
stood from statistics gathered from official reports. In round 
numbers that bill contained over 400 projects, which, evenly dis
tributed, would have covered nearly every congressional dis
trict, irrespective of public needs. These items were widely 
and generously distributed, as will appear from a perusal of 
Document No. 936, Sixty-third Congress, so that when pre
sented for passage a large majority of the districts were pro
vided with some building or building site. No roll call could be 
secured, as appears from the REOORD, which was quoted at th~ 
outset. 

VILLAGES UNDER 3,000 INHABITANTS. 

To show what kind of villages and crossroads were recognized 
in the 1913 bill, a partial list of places under 3,000 inhabitant:; 
is offered where the Government is now paying on the average an 
annual rental of from $300 to $720 per month, yet when the new 
1913 public buildings have been erected the a\erage annual cost 
to the Government will be from five to ten times present ex
penditures. In other words, that is local pork taken from the 
Public Treasury in response to clamoring local constituencies. 
The Postmaster General insists that 280 cities, containing over 
5,000 inhabitants each, ought first to be provided with public 
buildings before any more pork barrels are built, but I am 
taking a much lower census figure. 3,000, to show the inde-

1 fensible character of the last public-buildings bill, which did 
not differ much in general plan from the 1916 bill now urged 
for pa!=isage. Nearly 100 of such items occurred in the 1913 bill 
alotte, of which-a few are cited from the commission's report : 

The principle goveruing the distribution of political or local 
pork in the 1913 bill is found on page 33 of Document 936 when 
applied to Florida items for illustration: 

Location. Popula.. 
tion. Rentals. Appropria.. 

tion. 

2,662 $650 ~55, ()'.X) 
2,812 600 65,000 
3,812 900 65,000 
-3,065 600 75_.000 
3, 719 1,200 75,frl)!J 
1,915 350 70,000 
3,570 600 70,000 
2,017 100 :~·~ 19,945 •••••a•••••• 

2,157 360 1 6:000 

1 Site. 

This is not a full list of Florida projects contained in the 
1913 bill. Notwithstanding Florida has all its 5,000-population 
towns already provided according to the report, the above list 
and several others in the bill show that Florida had some potent 
influence in getting public -funds from the Federal Treasury. 
Think what joy came to Marianna, with its 1,915 souls, upon 
learning that a good shepherd had given to its people a $70,000 
monument at $35 per capita. Think of Kissimmee, with 2,157 
souls, now living on a stream dry eight months in the year, but 
remembered in a recent river nnd harbor bill with $43,000 more 
~o insure against prairie fires. 

Real estate speculators m De Funiak Springs spent sleepless 
nights while skirmishing around . among its 2,017 inhabitants 
in a desperate effort to find a -vacant building tot for $6,000 on 
which to erect their Government monument. And that amount 
alone would have paid rental f{)r 60 years, or over a half cen
tury at present rates, in the Springs. · 

The little city of Key West -gets $80,000 from Uncle Samuel 
just to find a lot on which to build. Is that the site secured by 

a representative of the Flagler road who haunted the committee 
before the 1913 bill was reported? 

Nine Florida villages above named totaled 25,77 4 men, women, 
and children last census, and receive from the good shepherd 
at Washington nearly a half million dollars to divide among the 
nine villages. Counting Key West, the allotment reached be
yond the half million, and it should be remembered that from 
-other good shepherds Florida gets annually nearly a million 
dollars more drawn from Federal Treasury vaults for the 
Kissimmee, the Oklawaha, the Apalachicola, and streams and 
harbors with liquid names, but often dry banks and bottoms. 

OTHER PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN FLORIDA, 

The Public Buildings Commission makes an equally astound
ing statement in its report, pages 94 to 97. From that we learn 
Florida has 10 Government courthouses containing local post 
offices which have cost $1,875,000. California has only 4; Ohio, 
5 ; and illinois~ 6. Florida has 4 Congressmen ; California, 11 ; 
Ohio, 22 ; illinois, 27. Florida has less than 10 per cent of the 
population of Ohio and Illinois, but 10 courthouses to their 11. 
In its 1915 fiscal year income-tax payments Florida paid 
$229,509; Ohio, $4,027,459; Illinois, $5,654,151. Florida fur
nishes less than 3 per cent of Federal funds compared with 
these two States, but she coopers the barrel, according to 
official documents. Later we will discover other remarkable 
Florida statistics disclosing other interesting facts. At the be
ginning we learn 10 Government courthouse monuments go to 
the 4 congressional districts of Florida, also 18 items are in 
the last 2 public-buildings bills for Florida's 4 districts ; ten 
times the courthouse average that is given to Ohio or to Illinois 
districts, and yet the Buclreye State contributes practically $19 
for ~lorida's Government buildings to every dollar paid by Flor
ida, and the Sucker State contributes $25 for Florida's Govern
ment monuments for every dollar paid by Florida, and Florida 
gets proportionately 10 monuments where Illinois gets L 

The following covers a few more of the 1913 bill post-office 
projects which are located in places under 3,000 inhabitants, 
notwithstanding the Postmaster ·General insists that no building 
be placed in cities under 5,000 inhabitants : 

Location . • 

2,509 
2, 745 
2, 704 
2,529 
2,974 
1,507 

App!opria
tion. 

$107,500 
.60,000 
55,000 
57,500 
67,.500 
60,000 

Lanca1;;ter lost 133 souls through death or departure from 
1900 to 1910, but bleeding Kansas of the last generation ap 
parently bleeds the Treasury of this. Lancaster had less than 
one-third the population recommended by the Postmaster Gen 
eral for consideration. 

Location. 

~~s~~~~ Misil.·::::::::::: :: ::~:: :::::::::::::::::::: 2,942 
2,192 

$55,000 
50,000 

Holly Springs had an epidemic of removals between 1900 and 
1910, during which time it lost 623, or 25 per cent, -of its Holly 
Springs; but Christmas gifts, appropriately wreathed by holly, 
were dumped by war-tax contributions into the Springs by the 
congressional Santa Claus. 

Location. 

Aurora, Nebr ............................................. . 

'~!~~ife~~::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::: 

Popnla.. 
tion. 

-2,630 
2,687 
2,168 

ippropria.. 
tion. 

$56,000 
-125,000 

56,000 

The Aurora in Nebraska gets up before breakfast. Chadron 
stretches its waistband with pork, while the village af Wahoo, 
increasing jusj: 68 souls from 1900 to 1910, snowed disregard of 
President Roosevelt's advice. • 

Location. Popula.. I.Appropria.. 
t10n. t!on. 

. 
2,008 
1,862 
2, "228 
2,381 

$72,000 
80,000 
55,000 
70,000 
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Tennessee made a big haul for _ its ruralities. Its advantage 
is noted, when 6,471 people ~ three villages get $205,000 in pub- Location. 
lie buildings. And this gift comes from an administration that 

Popula- Approprii~o 
tion. "tion. 

in its 1912 Baltimore platform shrieked, "We denounce the 
~~~fl!~~~rfr~ste wrung from the people by oppressive taxation," ~=<!it~·:.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2, 527 ~60, 000 

2, 958 65, 000 

Location. 

Richfield, Utah .......................................... . 
Franklin, Va ............................................. . 
Warrenton, Va ....................... .................... . 
Waynesboro, Va ......................................... . 

Poyula- Appropria-
tion. tion. 

2,559 
2,271 
1,427 
1,389 

160,000 
50,000 
62,000 
57,500 

The home State of the Father of his Country was not back
ward in its demands for "profligate waste wrung from the 
people (in 1914) by oppressive taxation," as shown by these 
additional items: 

Location. 

Buena Vista, Va ........................................ .. 
Cape Charles, Va ........................................ .. 
Manassas, Va ............................................. . 

~~~~:J::::. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Popula- Post-office 
tion. receipts. 

3,245 
1,948 
1,217 
1,397 
1,314 

$6,353 
7,481 
7,351 
3,995 
6,073 

These are Virginia villages that are getting Government monu
ments through oppre ive taxation. :More will follow. 

Location. Popula
tion. 

763 
1,368 
I, 132 

156,000 
69,500 
56,000 

'Vhen the handful of people in the villages of Basin, Buffalo, 
and Cody, Wyo., learned what the Public Buildings Committee 
did for tho e villages, they sang praises for those from whom 
the money flows. " Government monuments" to prevent the 
stranger from losing his way are numerous in the wilds of 
Wyoming. 

Again quoting from the 1913 bill, Document 936, page 37: 

Fairmont shriveled 92 souls from 1900 to 1910 but it crowded 
into the same 1913 bill. ' 

Location. Popula
tJOn. 

2,894 
2,586 
1,947 

Appropria
tion. 

160,000 
55,000 
52,500 

Good work on the Treasury by Harrisonville which a-ained 
94 p_eople duri~g th~ preceding 10 years. Political pull is not 
lacking for :Missouri. The "show me" State lands its share 
of profligate waste both _in ri\ers and public buildings. 

Loeation. 

~f~~~l ~~~: ~~~-r_-_- ..................... . _ ........... _ .. . 
J ................. . ..... . ........... .... . 

2,428 
741 

155,000 
55,000 

That is a good fall out of' the Treasury by Fallon. Nevada 
is one of the newer sister States, but it bas learned the ropes 
without much trouble. 

Location. Popula
tion. 

1,786 
2, 762 
1,149 

Appropria
tion. 

$60,000 
65,000 
60,000 

Over $50 apiece for every mother's son and daughter in the 
North Car~li~a crossroads town is a godsend. Certainly such 
an appropnatwn for Chapel Hill warrants prayers aa-ainst "op
pres~ive taxation wrung from the people," according to the 
Balbmore platform. 

Location. 

Location. P~r:l.a- Apffo~ria- ~~~~~~.dP~-~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2,696 
2,197 

SllO,OOO 
99,000 

---------------------------1--------1-------
$50,000 
100,000 
50,000 
70,000 
60,000 
75,000 

' 
Willow lost 40 of its souls from 1890 to 1910, but San Pedro 

c1id not have enough population in 1890, 1900, or 1910 to get into 
the Government census. It gets $60,000, however, from the 
Fetleral Treasury. Over $400,000 given to six villages in "prof
ligate waste wrung from the people by oppressive taxation 
during Democratic times of 1914 and over the protest of a 
Democratic Postmaster General. 

That rescues l\Ioness~n when the committee says $40 per soul 
expended in the \illage is a good investment for Uncle Sam. It 
sounds more like grab and " profligate waste," to use a familiar 
platform e~ression. 

Location. I pffo~~a-~ Apfi~Jria · 
State College, Pa.......................................... 851 $75,000 

There is a lesson for Young America in Government economy
on hmY not to do things. The 1913 Democratic public-buildings 
bill contained that item of profligacy at $90 per capita. 

Location. Popula- Appropria· 
bon. tion. 

Location. P~~;;a- Apf[~J.ria· ~~:~r~~. ~-- ~~~::::::::::::::::::::::: :: ::::::::::::: 1,352 
1,275 

$7.'1,000 
60,000 

---------------------------l--------1-------
~~h~~~. ~~~~~·-~1~. ·.::: ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i; gi~ 
'Vf'st Point, Ga.............. ... ...................... .... 1,906 

~~~~~: ~_: _: ~~~ ~:~~ ~ ~ ~~~~ ~ ~:~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~ ~ ...... ~i ~i 
~las.gow ~Y.. . . . . . .. . • .. • • . • .. • .. . . .. .. . .. • • .. • .. . • . . . . . . 2, 316 

~~~fufl£~h~~:: ::::::::::::::::::: :; :::::::::::::::::: ~:ill 

$100,000 
70,000 
50,000 
65 000 
oo;ooo 
75,000 
71,000 
60,000 
60,000 
80,000 
55,000 

What a record for 11 villages, taken in order, that were !riven 
approximately three-quarters of a million dol1ars. b 

Every appropriation apparently needed a good ax. Remem
ber these are generous public gifts by Uncle Sam, as shown 
by the 1913 Democratic public-buildings bill. The 1916 bill is 
of the same general cluu·acter. Continuing we find-

These are items in the 1913 keeping-us-in-war-taxes adminis· 
tration. Approximately $50 for every single soul in these South 
Dakota crossroads towns is given away by Uncle Sam. 

Location. 

i~~f 111111 i IIIII i 111111 i i Iii 11.11: IIi IIIII 

Popula
tiOn. 

2,264 
2,924 
2,399 
3,263 
2, 756 
2,818 
1,484 
2,300 
3,137 
1,916 
3,195 

150,000 
55,000 
50,000 
55,000 
50,000 
50,000 
65,000 
50,000 
55,000 
55,000 
50,000 
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Above ru·e just a few of the Tennessee and r:rexas items con

tained in the 1913 bill. They show the power of pull in creat
ing profligate waste. Yet the Postmaster General from Texas 
protests against such public waste. 

Location. 

~=;ilr;;~~a~:::::::::: ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

~~~1P.~l~:~~-~~:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

POJ.>ulll
tion. 

&16 
2,971 
1,133 
1,597 
1,866 

.A.pp!opria
tion, 

l50,000 
60,000 
50,000 
55,000 
75,000 

This is part of another installment for Virginia contained 
in the 1913 bill. "Profligate waste," thy n~me is democracy, 
and I am not referring to party labels but to a democracy that 
pays for shocking waste by oppressive taxation. 

It should be understood that the bi1l proper arranges items 
alphabetically under different subheads. For this reason the 
disvroportion in State allotments and size of villages require 
tabulating. 

One Wisconsin item in the 1913 bill is for a city of less than 
5,000 population, but I am offering no defense and only sub-.. 
mitting facts which show that notwithstanding the vigorous 
protest of the minority r-eport over 80 ver cent of our public 
buildings are being erected in tmvns having Jess than 5,000 in
habitants and Jess than $15,000 annual receipts, and less than 
$1,000 annual rental. 

Building sites-just buHiling sites alone-carrying several 
hundred tbousands in the aggregate, went to some 60 villages 
with a population under 3,000. As an illustration, a few build
ing :site. for Kentucky are found in the 1913 public-buildings bUl, 
shmving the class of villages and cro roads that were gener
ou Jy remembered by the ~ommittee, to be hereafter followed 
up ':Vith extravagant appropriations for buildings in these cross-
roads: · 

[Document 936, 63d Congress, p. 43.] 

LoeaUon. 
. 

~~£?b!it1U~;.:: ~:::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Eminence, Ky ...................... -.. -- .... . 

Popula
tiOn. 

1,633 
2,545 
1,907 
1,274 

Annual ·_ Siteappro-
rent. priation. 

!408 
250 
400 
193 

15,000 
7,500 
7,500 
8,COO 

Eminence is properly named for nerve temperature when, with 
1,274 souls and $3.825 annual postal receipts, it gets $8,000 for 
n building site. That ought to buy 100 acres of good farm land 
tight in the center of the village, and sbould furnish the chair
man of the Democratic national convention in 1912 and 1916 
with a ~old-headed cane sent by admiring con.·tituents. Think 
of an $8,000 building site in-a town with $193, annual rental. 

Continuing-

Location. 

Falmouth, Ky ............................... . 
Harrodsburg, Ky ............................. . 

Popula
tiOn. 

1,180 
3,147 

Annual Site appro-
rent. priation. 

1340 -
600 

$5,000 
10,000 

Hats off to Harrodsburg. Doubtlessly that is enough to buy 
one of tbe be. t business blocks in tbe village. E>en Falmouth 
could afford to contribute a rainbow necktie toward tbe garb 
of the distinguished ex-chairman of the. ex-convention and a 
pre ent statesman from Kentuck-y. 

Location. Population. Annual 
rent. 

Site appro
priation. 

mended by Chairman CLABK in his 1·eport, and only 17 per cent 
of the minimum amount urged by P.ostmaster General Burleson, 
who, in his report, denounces this bad practice of buying sites in 
advance. 

These 11 sites were expected to marsh_al a few votes for the 
last public-building porous plaster and are certainlY' a tribute to 
profligate waste. Ele>en public monuments to ·grab were as
signed to Kentucky in 1913 in the single item of building sites, 
We will discover that the present public-buildings bill is a worthy 
imitator of its immediate predecessor. Oh, fox a Proctor Knott 
to sing the praises of Hodgenville, Paintsville, and Pikeville, 
and 1\Iurray-, and Prestonburg. Duluth, with the second largest 
.harbQr in the country, has several times the- population of the 
entire 11 Kentucky villages just enumerated, yet Duluth \vas 
an -inspiration to Kentucky's distinguished statesmen. 

DESERTED FEDERAL COURTHOUSES. 

' In se>eral cases a Government- courthouse is· cornbinetl with 
the local post oflice, and to show just what kiil.d of Gov·ernment 
investment that makes, it is stated on page 83 that only seven 
cities in the United States paid rental for Federal courts prior 
to the erection of Federal buildings. 

The following include a few courthouses generally built with 
some local post office and the total days of court during a year 
and cost of building to accommodate that litigation: 

Location. Days per Appropria-
year.: tion. 

5 
6 
4 
4 
4 
3 
5 

$157, 5().J 
80,000 

150,000 
430,000 
430,000 
175,000 
114,000 

That is going some in Florida for n total of 12 days of cvurt, 
but Florida by legislative accident holds the· chairmanships of 
the nYo great pork-barrel committees. Counting interest and 
~xpen e, it costs tbe Gowrnment over $3,000 a day to provide 
halls of justice for these Florida litigants. Of course, Florida 
has many other courthouses built . at Government expense, as 
previously stated. 

Kentucky gets a good pull for Federal . cou.rthouses: 

Location. 

-Bowling Green, Ky ............................•.......... 
Jackson, Ky ............................................. :. 
Owensboro, Ky ........................ ,_ ................. . 
Paducah, Ky ............................................. . 
Richmond, Ky ........... ~· .............................. . 

Days per Appropria-
year. tion. 

3 
9 
5 
6 

11 

$145,0JO 
100,000 
175,000 
220,500 
130,000 

Loui iana is also remembered with vacant " Go>ernment 
monumentJ ." 
-----------------------------------.-----~.------

Days per Appropria-Location. 

. 
Alexandria, La .......................................... · .. 
Lake Charles, La .............................•............ 
Monroe, La ...........•.............•...................•.. 
Opelousas, La ............................................ . 

year. tion . 

4 
5 
4 
2 

1125,000 
125,000 
75,000 
50,000 

Ui si sippi gets generous aid as usual. 
· The Flood Control Committee -does not control the flood of 

" profligate waste " that goes to :Mississippi, according to the 
following Federal court buildings: 

Loc'lti~n. Days per Appropria-
year. tion. 

Hodgenville, Ky ............ .' ................ . 
Murray, Ky ................. ....... • .......... . 

$300 
- 240 

$5,000 Aberdeen, Miss ........ : ............................ : .... . 8 
8 
5 
8 

$79,000 
125,000 
115,760 
130,000 ~f~;~Ji~~~~:. ·. ~:::: ::: :::: :::: ::::: ::: ::::: : 

l'restonburg, Ky ............................. . 

132 
332 

"'174 
~:5 ~~!~~!~1~~-i~~::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: ~:::. :: ~ 
5,000 

There are no vit:ers in Pikeville when. Uncle Sam pays tbe 
bills, but in these times of profl.iga.te waste atld war-taxes there 
is pork in pork>ille Kentucky, and the fair State has many 
struggling village that lay claim to the biggest sbare. 

The situation Jn Kentucky's assignmcnt.for the last public 
building ·site i worth studying. Eleven of these •illages, hav
ing an aggregate 110pnlation of 15,594, were giveu approximately 
$70.000 for building sites. The total annual office receipts in 
the ·e 11 Kentucky villages reached $57,978, or an average of 
. lightly over . 5,000 for (>UCh \:ill:lge, while Prf'Fitonburg reports 
only $2,633, or about 2.3 per cent of the minimum rate recom-

LIV-8 

North Carolina, with u~ual modesty, gets a few dollars for 
sundry localities when looking for justice. 

Location. I 
Court days A pp_roptia-

. twn. 

~~~!~t'~~.·:N:c·.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-::: 
Newbern, N.C .................................................. -..... ... 
Statesville, N.C ......................•.......••••......... 
"\iVashington, N. C. _._ .....•...•......•........•............ 
Wilkesboro, N.C ......................................... . 
Wilmington, N.C ..... : . ....... : ......................... . 

6 
10 
9 
6 
3 
5 

10 

$342,000 
HO,OOO 
95,000 
77,500 

144, OOJ 
00,00() 

GOO,OOJ 
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This reaches an average cost per day to the Government of 
about $3,000 for balls of justice in North Carolina. Bnt, then, 
a Secretary of the Navy, chairmen of 'Vays and Means and of 
Judiciary Committees all make up a formidable front when 
their State is shouting for public-buildings and river and ·harbor 
appropriations. _ 

The list could be extended to cover many other States, and, of 
course, it is to be understood that many other cities in these 
States have Federal buildings, and, further, that generous 
giving is not limited North or South. It is a.ll part of the cash 
distributing system which has been in vogue during recent 
years, and which has grown more stupendous and extravagant 
in the last two or three bills, as will appear from the total 
amounts to which I desire later to refer. 

To the student of public-buildings expenditures both Senate 
Document 321, Sixty-fourth Congress, and Doctiment 244, Sixty
third Congress, are instructive. 

From these documents it appears that in all 1,479 "projects" 
are for public buildings; several hundred are in towns under 
5,000 population, and 216 in towns under 3,000 popUlation. 
Sixty-six communities of 10,000 people or more are yet unpro
vided, while the number of corner crossroads and jerk-water 
towns that are now being provided is 1·apidly increasing in 
order to get enough votes for the bill. 

I it not time to take an accounting of stock? With that end 
in view I have submitted these few facts gathered from official 
reports w·hich :1re of special interest in days of plum distribu
tion through the imposition of war taxes. 

A hn ty analysis of the 1913 public-buildings bill has been 
gi\en, because it is important for us to understand where public 
moneys have been wasted in the past when we seek to measure 
the 1916 bill before us. 

Waste, extravagance, and political pull have governed public
buildings bills in recent years, according to facts presented by 
the Public Buildings Commission. In the bill before us the same 
method of pork-barrel consti·uction has been pursued, and 

' 11 profligate waste wrung from the people by oppressive taxa
tion" seems to be a cardinal virtue with those who stand spon
sors for the 1916 bill. 

Let us first examine into the method of distribution to con
gressional districts 1n order to secure votes for the 1916 bill. 

Needless to say, the list of districts or Members is not men
tioned by way·of individual criticism, but to disclose the vice of 
the system. 

ME:\1BERS MUST INTRODUCJl BILLS. 

The only present method of securing building appropriations 
is by this omnibus bill. However important may be a public 
building from a Government 'point of view. irrespective of local 
desires, Members have no other altemative than that of sub
mitting their requests to the Public Buildings Committee. As 
stated in the discn~sion of the wasteful ri\er and harbor bills, 
Representatives in Congress do not require any defenders of 
their standards of public or private honesty. No one familiar 
with the facts will question the high character of Members indi
vidually and collectively. Neither does any l\Iember profit 
financially by measures passed by Congress. If this statement 
is subject to exception, it i' so rare as not to affect the general 
high estimate of those called upon to serve in either branch of 
Congress. 

We are, however, bound to vicious practices, and one of the 
most pernicious is the omnibus public-buildings bill. Every 
.constituency may desire a " Government monument," as these 
public buildings have been airily termed by their defenders. 
Constituencies are frequently urged to pre s their claims by in
terested local parties, and sometimes Representatives are per
suaded to join in the omnibus bill by the allowance of some local 
item in order to insure their support. The system is vicious, 
wasteful, and notorious. It has become a public scandal and 
finds few apologists. In presenting the facts disclosed by this 
bill, it is also with the pm·pose of offering a substitute measure 
for the present method, not alone because of profligate waste 
now incurred but because of the legislative travesty and funda
mental wrong comprehended in the average omnibus public
buildings bill. 

Every Member must determine his own standards, and I do 
not presume to question individual acts or motives. I shall not 
do so in the bill under consideration, but in order to insure cor
rect knowledge of the means of public-buildings distribution I 
herewith submit tables that were presented in the Senate last 
session which I have not had opportunity to personally "\·erify. 
If incorrect in any particular, the House Committee on Public 
Buildings should rectify misstatements made in other parlin
men tary bodies. 

. States listed alphabetically, districts, and amounts set apart 
m the 1916 public-buildings bill are shown by tabulation: 

ALABUU. (10 DISTRIC'.fS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Extensions, remodeling, ete.: 
Mobile ... - ---------·- --------· Gray .......... lstdistrict .. _. ___ _ 

N ~:~~~~f' on sites acquired or 
Greenville.-- . . _____ .••.. .... _ Dent._ .. __ ... _ 2d district •. ______ _ 
Union Springs._.·-·····._ .. __ SteagaL. _____ 3d district ... · - ___ _ 
i)~~M&::::::::::::::::~·.:: Blackmon .•• -- 4th district _______ _ Burnett_ ___ .-_ 7th district. ___ -·-· 
Attalla_.--.-----·-·-···~·····- BurnetL .... _ 7th district...._ ..... 

New sites and buildings: 
Athens.- ...•.•.•.. -·-· ..••••. _ Almon_. ___ ·-- 8th district. ______ _ 

New sites only. 
Montgomery_ ...•• --·_ ••.••• __ Dent •. _. ___ .•. 2d district .• _____ .. 
Ozark.-- ....•.. --··---·····--- Steagal .•. ___ ·- 3d district .. ______ _ 
Sheffield .••••..•••••••••.•••• _ Almon_....... 8th district .. ____ ._ 

Amount. 

$100,000 

30,000 
30,000 
30,000 
25,000 
30,000 

35,000 

175,000 
5,000 
5,00() 

In dividing up the proposed 1916 plums it will be found by a 
coincidence that the second district gets two, the third district 
two, the seventh district two, the eighth di trict two, and the 
first and fourth one each. An analys.is of the population and 
other items of interest will be found elsewhere in my remarks. 

ALASKA. 

Location. District. 

Increase in limit or cost: 
Juneau .. ___ ---- ___ -_- ______ .-- Wickersham._ Delegate _________ _ 

Special legislation: 
Sitka (grant lands owned by 

Government to Territory as 
home for aged). 

Location. 

ARIZO~A. 

Representative. District. 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Globe-------·-------·- .. ------ Hayden _______ At large .. _______ _-_ 

New sites only: 
Bisbee._ •. -------··--·-------- -- ... do .•.. _ .. ____ .. do ...•• ·------

•+~.;;;~; :::::::·::::::: :· :!::::,:::: ::::::::::::::::: 

Appropria
tion. 

S300, 000 

Appropria-
tion. 

s~.ooo 

25,000 
7,000 
6,000 

120,000 

Arizona scores five times in the 1916 bill and is well remem· 
bered. . 

The last census gives Flagstaff, Nogales, and Yuma about 
2,000 population each, yet these villages are cared for in audi
tion to other cities named. In the average district are many 
cities that could qualify with larger population than in Flag
sta:t!, Nogales, and Yuma, while in the average State scores ot 
cities of larger relative population would be pleased to receive 
similar evidence of their Uncle Sam's favor. It is submitted 
that in view of present costs of maintenance these Arizona 
items come under the Democratic platform's denunciation of 
"profligate waste wrung from the people by oppressive taxa-
tion." 

ARKA~SAS (7 DISTRICTS) • 

Location_ Representative. District. 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Forest City··-·_ ..•.. __ .. ___ .__ c
0

ara
1
dfiwe

1
ay ____ · .- .- _- _· 2dlstdistri<Ifstr.icctt •. _-_ .~ _· ._ • __ · _-

Brinkley __ . -·- __ . _ ..•... -•.. __ . d. 
Conway __ ... -······-·······--- Jacoway. __ --· 5th district .. ____ .. 
Stuttgart .••..•...••.••.••... _. Taylor ___ . ___ . 6th district. __ ... __ 
Eldorado ..•..•.•.•• ····- ·· -··_ Goodwin . . ___ . 7th district .. _ ..•.. 

New sites only: 
Blytheville--··········-······- Caraway ..•. -- lstdistrict ....... . 
Van Buren ••••••.•.•••••••••. _ Wingo __ -·· ••• •th district ••.. _. __ 
Little Rock •••. ·-·········--·. Jaooway __ .... 5th district ••.. ___ . 

Appropria
\ion. 

$25,000 
25,000' 
4.0,000 
30,000 
25,000 

9,000 
6,001) 

175,000 

It must be conceded .that the distribution is fairly generous 
to Arkansas. The first di.st:rict, with Forest City of 2,484 in
habitants and Blytheville with 3,849 souls, is taken in blythe
and gay. The second district only gets one chance at the grab 
bag, but Brinkley's 1,740 people are happy in having landed a 
$25,000 plum in audition to a $5,000 l.milding site. In 1890 
Brinkley ha<l 1,510 people, and in 1910, after a period of 20 
pro perons years, Brinkley registered 1,740, or an annual in-
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crease of 11 souls per year. Brinkley's gross receipts reached 
$6,752 in 1910, or less than one-half the amount recommended 
by Mr. Burleson's report. ' The fourth district has Van Buren, 
3,878 souls; the fifth gets two whacks at the Treasury, one for 
Little Rock and the other for Conway, 2,794 souls. The sixth 
district gets Stuttgart, with 2,740 watchful waiters, and the 
seventh is given $25,000 for Eldorado, with 4,202 souls. Inci
dentally, seven-eighths of the Arkansas haul is barred by Mr. 
Burleson's report, but as Arkansas received about $1,000,000 in 
the 1916 river and harbor bill for an insignificant commerce, it 
may be following the precedent there set, in demanding its share 
of thjs omnibus bill. _ 

CALIFORNIA (11 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. · 

Extensions, remodeling, etc.: 
Sacramento ...... . ...... . ..... Curry ......... 3d district ........ . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

San Francisco ................ . Kahn. . . . . . . . . 4th district ....... . 
Oakland ................•..... Elston. . . . . . . . 6th district ....... . 
Modiste ...................... . Church ........ 7th district ....... . 
Long Beach ..............•.... 
San Bernardino .............. . 

Randall....... 9th district ....... . 
Kittner....... 11th district ...... . 

New sites and buildings: . 
Petaluma. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . Kent.......... 1st district ....... . 

New sites only: 
Placerville. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . Raker.. . . . . . . . 2d district ..•...... 
Susanville .......................... do .............. do ....•........ 

~:~:eo:::::::::::::::::::: . ~:3~:::: ::::: . ~~-~:~~~~: ::::::: 
Santa Monica. . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . Stephens...... loth district ...... . 
Veniee ............................. do ....•......... do ............ . 
Redlands. . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Kittner. . . . . . . 11th district ...... . 

.App!opria
tJon. 

$50,000 

600,000 
650,000 
65,000 

200,000 
70,000 

60,000 

10,000 
10,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
1000 0 
30,000 

California's items are mathematically well distributed. Ten 
of its eleven districts are represented in the bill, and thus, ac
cording to all rules of the game, 10 votes are secured for the .8 
Arkansas items and the 10 Alabama items. Placerville, with its 
1,914 souls, and Susanville, with its 688 watchful waiting vil
lagers, according to the 1910 census, will be able to purchase 
suitable sites in these enterprising second district villages with 
their $10,000 allotments. In fact, these towns are among the 
prize movievilles of the great Pacific Coast State. In propor
tion to their size they move the largest haul contained in the 
bill for two building sites, and for the longest distance, to wit, 
across the continent. In justice to California it may be said 
that nearly all of its items are for cities of over 4,000 inhab
itants, but Burleson's report protested against appropriations 
for such cities, and vigorously opposed paying for any sites be
fore an appropriation was made for buildings. 

COLORADO <• DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Representative. District. 

~:~it;:::::::::::::::::::: I~=~~~~:: ~~~~~L::::::: 
Montrose... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Taylor. . . . . . . . 4th district ....... . 

.Appropria
tion. • 

$55,000 
55,000 

150,000 

Colorado is modest, but then Colorado never had much prac
tice in the public purse; its distingu~shed delegation has not 
yet learned the ropes. Next year it may seek -a few thousands 
for Bush Creek or Pawnee Creek in order to float battleships 
up to Denver. When its delegation once gets started the appe
tite will grow, for in the money-grab game there is no limit 
excepting the bottom of the Federal Treasur:1 and the blue sky 
above. 

CONNECTICUT (5 DISTIUCTS). 

Location. 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Representative. District. 

Manchester .................... Oakey ......... 1st district ....... . 
New sites and buildings: . 

Norwalk .............•........ Hill ........... 4th district ....... . 
Winsted........ . ............... Glynn......... 5th district ....... . 

New sites only: 
Essex... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Freeman. . . . . . 2d district ........ . 

.App_ropria
tiOn. 

$40, 000 

140,000 
60,000 

6,000 

Connecticut paid $1,283,695 into the individual income-tax 
fund in 1915. Florida paid $229,509 for the same fiscal year, 
and Georgia paid $440,600. In the river and harbor roll of grab 
Florida and Geor~a secured many hauls for e\ery single one 

given to Connecticut.- Florida and Georgia follow· on the heels 
of Connecticut with public buildings, and although their com
bined individual income-tax contribution does not reach half 
that paid by Connecticut the State of wooden nutmegs has been 
badly distanced in the legislative race both in river and harbor 
allotments and public buildings for jerk-water stations. 

DELAWARE (1 DISTnlCT), 

L . IR . D" . t Appropria-
ocatJOn. _ep_r_es_e_n_ta_t_Jv_e_.

1 
___ ~s_tri_c_. --l·--ti_on_._ 

New building on site acquired or I 
au~~~~r~:_. _................. . .. Miller .. .. .... . At large . . ........ . t30,000 

Delaware only has one Representative, and it must be ad
mitted Delaware can not cut as much public-buildings hay as 
Arizona; but as the Arizona Member spells his politics differ
ently this may account for Flagstaff, Nogales, and Yuma. 
Newark, Del., with its 1,913 souls, has not quite reached the 
size of the three AriZona villages, according to the 1910 cen
sus, but how many cities of 4,000 inhabitants in the country 
are unprovided when Burleson's report in 1913 showed 284 
cities of 5,000 people or over where no post-office building had 
been built or authorized? Probably a couple of thousand cities 
of 4,000 inhabitants have been unprovided, but under the pres
ent system of political pull it is not material what size or impor
tance is possessed by any town provided the Representative's 
vote is secured for the bill. Burleson protested against cities 
under 5,000 inhabitants in the bill, but Burleson's report does 
not affect the construction of the 1916 public-buildings bill. An 
analysis of this bill by Treasury officials shows that Burleson's 
limitations are far too liberal, judging by estimates of increased 
expenses which are in part submitted elsewhere. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Location. IRepr...,tative. 

New sites and buildings: 

District. Appropria 
tion. 

Equipment shop, Post Office Clark .•••...... 2d district, Flor- $200,000 
Department. ida. 

Special legislation: 
Department of Justice .•............ do .•••.......... do...... . ...... 3, 000,000 
Armory, National Guard ••.... Dyer .......... 12th district, Mis- 800,000 

so uri. 

FLORIDA (4 DISTRiCTS}. 

Location. 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Representative. District. 

LaKi~J~~ee·.·.·.··.-.. ··.· .. ·.·.·.·•·.·•··.· .. ··.·. Clark .••.•..... 2d district .....•... 
"'-'llULU Sears.......... 4th district •....... 

New Sites and buildings: 
Clearwater. . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . . . . Sparkman..... 1st district ....•.... 

New sites only: 
Arcadia ........•.•.•••••••......... do .•.•.......... do ......••••..• 
Monticello ..•......•.•• ; ••..... Clark ••••...... 2d district •........ 
Perry ................•.•.• -·· ...... do ..••.......... do .. ~ .......•. 
West Palm Beach............. Sears.......... 4th district ....... . 

Appropria
tion. 

$35, 000 
35, 000 

40,000 

5,000 
5,000 
5, 000 

10,000 

The 1913 public-buildings bill carried ·11 items for Florida's 
four districts. 

When the river and harbor .bill was before the House, the 
Oklawaba River in Florida was included for an authorized ex 
penditure of $733,000. On that occasion a rhymster unburdened 
himself of the following from Mother Goose down to date : 

We have a crooked creek, that bas a crooked name, 
And grabs a crooked million, while in a crooked game, 
To make a crooked water power run up a crooked hill, 
It crooks your Uncle Samuel through a crooked river bill . 

No pride of authorship went with the stanza, and the same is 
true of another, discovered in an ancient cryptogram of Bacon 
on bacon. It would seem that he was no mean prophet when 
we analyze the 1913 public-buildings bill and the 1916 public 
buildings bill before us. His deciphered baconic prophecy reads 
There was a crooked crossroads, and a crooked Jim Crow town, 
That swiped two crooked building grabs and crooked the public brown 
Each first tried crooked private bills, but crooked bills slept sUll, 
'Till all passed together in a crooked building bill. 

Let it be said this was not directed toward appropriations in 
any pa:rticular State so far as appears. 

Presumably Bacon did not mean tbat Representatives receive 
personal benefit from appropriations. Constituencies demand 
that ~fembers bring home the bacon, so the Kissimmee River and-
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Kis. im.mee village are found in both river and public-buildings 
bills. All the Representative gets is kicks when he fails to 
secure the amount locally demanded. Clearwater Crossroads, 
with only 1,171 souls, gets $40,000 in the public-buildings grab, 
and running true to form and name it gets $38,000 fo1· a shallow 
'Yater front, with $52,000 more to follow. 

Fm·ther comment on Florida items may be improper, because 
two distinguished statesmen from that State, or one-half of its 
total, through a peculiar coincidence, are chairmen of the River 
and Harbor and Public Building Committees. 

GEORGIA (12 DISTRICTS). 

Locat ion. Repre~ntative. District. 

Ne ~ boildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Waynesboro .•.......•........ Edwards ....• . 1st district. ...... . 
Roosville...................... Lee........... 7th district .. . .•... 
Monroe .............•. •........ Tribble ....... 8th district ....... . 
Sandersville................... Vinson.. . ..... lOth district ...... . 

K ew sites only: 

~~1~-~: ::::::::::::::::::::: . ~~~~;_-_-: ::::: -~~-~~~~~c~::::::::: 
Pelh"3.111 ............................ do ...•......... do .... . ...... . 
Ashburn .•..............•..•.. Crisp .......... 3d district . . ...... . 
Cuthbert ............•..•........... do ............. do ............ . 
Decatur.... . . . . . . . • • . . . • . . . . . . Howard..... . . 5th district ....... . 
E ast Point ......................... do ......... ... . do . . .... . .... . 
Jackson....................... Wise.......... 6th district ....... . 
Thomaston ......................... do ........ . .... do ........... . 

=:!::::::::::::::::::::: ~w_~l_a_._:::::: ~~~gi~L:::::: 
'Yinder ..... . ................... . .. do ........ . .... do ........... . 

~~~~:_::::::::::::::::: -~~::~·:::::: -~~~~~~::::::: 

Appropria
tion. 

&25, 000 
2.') 000 
30:000 
30,000 

6,000 
6,000 
6,000 
5,000 
6,000 
8,000 
8, 000 
5, 000 
5,000 
5, 000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
8,000 
8,000 

I will not presume to comment further upon the amounts al
lotted to each State and method of ilistribution beyond calling 
attention to the fact that practically every Georgia item goes to 
some small village against the protest contained in the Burleson 
report. l\fore significant, the item · are distributed among 10 
of the 12 districts, and thereby in ures generou support for a 
bill \\hich has never been seriously opposed in past years. Per
mit me to say at this point that this bill and similar bills will 
probably be opposed, irre pective of the party standing sponsor 
for such legislation. This prediction is not made as a warning, 
but the public hus awakened to the fact that such bills are con
structed on wrong principles, reek with "profligate waste," 
and are viciou. in character. The end of pork barrels will be 
in sight when a national budget system is put in force. 

IDAHO (2 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. J?istrict. 

Increase in limit or cost: 
Coeur d'Alene................. :hicCracK-en.... At large .......... . 

Kew sites and buildings: 
Blackfoot ...... .. .. . .......... Smith .............. do ...•...•.... 

ILLINOIS .(27 DISTRICTS). 

Increase in limit or cost: 

New~n~mi-si"tes.acicililieii ill· 
authorized: 

~~~~~~~::::::: ~: :::::::: 
Highland .................... . 

New sU:es and buildings: 
Pittsfield ..................... . 

Harvey ..•.......••••••••..... 
Peru .............•.•••••••.... 
East Moline .................. . 
Galva ........•...•.....•...... 
Bloomington ................. . 
Effingham ................... . 
Carbondale ................... . 

Extensions, remodeling, etc: 
OakPark .................... . 
Decatur ...................... . 

Ne\v sites only: 
Lewistown ...........•........ 

Gallagher ..... 8th district ........ 

Stone ......... 16th district ....... 
W.heeler ....... 21st district ....... 
Rodenperg .... 22nd district .•.... 

w. E. Wil- At large ........... 
Iiams. 

Wllson ........ 3rd distriCt ........ 
Fuller ..•...... 12th district .....•. 
Tavenner ..... 14th district ....... 
K.ing .......... 15th district ....... 
Sterling ....... 17th district ....... 
Foster ......... 23rd district ....... 
Denison ..•.... 25th district.. ..... 

McAndrews ... 6th district ........ 
McKinley ..... 19th district. ...... 

Cbiperfield .... At large .. ·.· ....... 

Appropria
tion. 

f88,200 

65,000 

S4., 2SO, 000 

30,000 

~;:: 
35,000 

55,000 
4.5,000 
4.5,000 
45,000 

150,000 
4.5,000 
60,000 

150, 000 
50,000 

5,000 

Unthinking Members point with astonishment to the large 
appropriation recommended for Chicago of $4,250,000. The busi
ness man quickly discovers that Chicago's receipts last year, 
1915, reached $19,650,961.89, or four and one-half times the total 
appropriation provided. lt is less than $2 per capita,· and if 
fm·tller argument is needed there is no other course to pur&le. 
No buildings can be rented or other provision made to care for 
a great public necessity. On the other band, we find, same page: 

Location. 

East Moline ...•..••••••..••............•. 
Pittsfield .....••..•.••.•.••••........••.•• 
Galva ...... ···-············· ..••....••••• 

$45,000 
35,000 
45,000 

2,665 
2,095 
2, 4.98 

$576 
750 
4.50 

Per 
Capita. 

$17 
17 
18 

Not one of these cities reached the 5,000 limit in population 
or $1,000 annual rental urged by Mr. Burleson, and only one 
reached the annual receipts. Yet as an investment Chicago 
brings back in one year through receipts four and a half times 
tl1e total amount appropriated for that cily. Speaking gener
ally, it will be discovered that illinois is one of the smallest 
offenders among the States, and while it has 4 villages under 
3,000 population in the 1916 bill North Carolina has 13 such 
villages in the same bill. 

INDIANA (13 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Mt. Vernon................... . Lie b........... 1st district. ..•.... 
Linton......................... Cullop .. . • .. .. 2d district ........ . 
Greensburg .................... Dixon ......... 4th district •...... 
Decatur. . .. .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . .. Adair.......... 8th district ....... . 
Lebanon......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Morrison....... 9th district ...•.... 

New sites and buildings: 
Hartford City .. .. ............ . Rauch .....•... 11th district ...... . 
Fort Wayne ................... Cline .....•.... 12thdistrict .••.... 

New sites only: 
Franklin . ..................... Dixon ......... 4th district .....•.. 
Lawrenceburg ..... . ............ . ... do ....•......... do •.•.......... 

Appropria
tion. 

uo,ooo 
35,000 
45,000 
43,000 
4-5,000 

50,000 
550,000 

10,000 
10,000 

No detailed analysis of distribution will be attempted beyond 
a brief statement of facts in each case. 

IOWA (11 DISTRICTS). 

Location. District. 

Extensions , remodeling, etc.: 
Shenandoah .... .. ............. Towner ...•••.• 8th district .•...... 
Sionx City ......... . ........... Steele ......... 11th district ...... . 

New boild.inoo-s on sites acquired or 
authorU.ed: 

Fairfield.. • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Kennedy...... 1st district. ~ ...... 
Marengo ....................... HulL ....•.... 2d district •••...... 
Oelvrein.. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . • . . . . . . Haugen... . . . . 4th district •....... 
N13wton .......... . ............. Ramseyer ..... 6th district .....•.. 

New sites and buildings: 
Eagle Grm·e................... Sweet......... 3d district ....•.... 
Knox.-ille.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Dowell... . . .. . . 7th district .. . .... . 
Corning ........................ Towner ........ 8th district ....... . 
Harlan........................ Green . ...•.... 9th district ....... . 
Al~ona ........................ Woods ........ lOth district •..•... 

New Sites only: 
Mount Pleasant ........•...... Kennedy .. _. __ 1st district .....••.. 
Indianola .......... , . . . . . . . . . . . Dowell......... 7th district •. . ..... 

Appropria
tion. 

au,ooo 
335,000 

50,000 
30,000 
40,000 
55,000 

35,000 
40,000 
35,000 
35,000 
45,000 

7,500 
s;ooo 

The fifth Iowa district, by a peculiar situation d~osecl, 
was omitted from the bill. A good angel mu t have ignored 
the district when allotments were made. 

Possibly the builders of the bill sought to have this omission 
counterbalance an extravagant grab by Marengo, which gets 
$30,000, has a population of 1,786, annual rental of $425, and 
annual receipts of $7,502.33. It is also noteworthy that every 
Member of the Iowa delegation, with one exception, fearlessly 
opposed the 1916 river and harbor pork barrel, notwithstanding 
the distribution above noted. 

KANSAS (8 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Extensions-remodeling, etc.: 
Fort Scott ..................... Taggart ....... Zd district ........ . 

New buildings on sites acquired 
or authorized: 

Holton ......... . .............. Anthony ...... lstdistrict .•....•. 
New sites and buildings: 

Olathe. . . . . . .. . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . Taggart....... 2d district .•.....•. 
Columbus..................... CampbelL •••. 3d district ........ . 
Council Grove................. Doolittle...... 4th district ......•. 
Junction CitY- ·-····-········ Helvering .• - •• 6th district ...•.... 
Norton ........................ Connelly .•.••. 6th district ....... . 
DodgeCity ...•..••.•.•.•..••.. Shouse .. ·-···· 7thdistrict ....... . 
Wellington_. . . • • • • • • • • • • . . . • . • Ayres . . . • . . • . . 8th d !strict ....... . 

New sites only: 
Oswego ......•••••••••••••.••. Campbell ..... 3ddi trict ........ . 
Wichita....................... Ayres.... . .... 8th district ....... . 

Appropria
tion. 

$5,000 

35,000 

55, 000 
50,000 
35, 000 
55, 000 
35,000 
60,000 
1&, 000 

5,000 
75, 000 
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The effort to cover Kansas in order to secw·e the delegation's 

vote is apparent at a glance. Comparative need by the Gov
ernment in States or districts has no necessary part in such 
distribution. 

One two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight, 
Potent arguments to swing the State. 

KENTUCKY (11 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

lnerease in limit of cost: 
Shelbyville .................... Helm ...... -- 8th district ......•• 

New buildings on sites acquired: 

~~~xi ville::::::~::::::::::: ~~~h~<>e::: :~ ~t :=~-: ::::::: 
Central City ................... Thomas ....... 3d district ........• 
Falmouth ......•......•......• Rouse ........• 6thdis.trict •.•••••• 
Eminence..................... Can trilL ...... 7th district ....... . 
Pik:erville........ . . .• . • . . . . . • . Langley....... lOth district ....•.• 
Barbourville.................. Powers .... ···- lith district ...... . 

New sites only: 
Rickman............. . . . . . . . . . Barkley... . . . • 1st district ......•. 
Russellville .•.........•....... Thomas •... . •. 3d district .•....... 
Stanford ...................... Helm ......... 8thdistrict ....... . 
P"me>ille...................... Powers ..••.... 11th district ...... . 

New sites and buildings: 
Hazard ........................ Langley ....... ~Othdistrict .....•. 

$25, 000 

25,000 
40,000 
30, 000 
25,000 
40,000 
35,000 
.25,000 

5,000 
10,000 
5,000 
5,000 

40,000 

This analysis indicates a generous method of distribution in 
order to insure support for the bill. Twelve of the above 13 
items in Kentucky are for villages under 4,000 inhabitants, 
none over 5,000, 10 under 3,000, and 1 reached just 537 souls at 
the time of the last census. Elsewhere I give a brief analysis 
of that particular phase of the bilL 

LOUISIANA (8 DIS!l'RICTS). 

Location. 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Alexandria ............ .. ..... . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Morgan. City .... . ............ . 
New sites and buildings: 

New Orleans ................. . 
H01una ...........•........... 
Mansfield .•.....•.......•.••.. 
Plaquemine •....•.....•.•••••. 
De Ridder ..........•••.••..•. 

New ~~tfci~r-.-.- ............. . 

Representative. District. 

Aswell. . . . . . . . 8th district ....... . 

Martin... . . . . . 3d district ........ . 

Esto~inal .... , Is t district .......• 
Martm ........ 3d district ........ . 
WatJ..ins...... 4th district ....•... 
Morgan. . . . . . . 6th district ...... . . 
Lazare........ 7th district ....... . 

Aswell ........ 8th district ....... . 

MAINE (4 DISTIUCTS). 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Bath ............ .. ............ McGillicuddy. 2d district ........ . 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
:S:oulton ..... _ ... .............. Guernsey ..... 4th district ....... . 

New sites and buildings: 
Sanford . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Hinds.. . . . . . . . 1st district .•.•.... 
Farmington.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . McGillicuddy . 2d district •......•. 

MARYLAND (6 DISTRICTS). 

Rew sites and buildings: 

Appropria
tion. 

~30,000 

-ro,ooo 
500,000 
50,000 
35,000 
35,000 
30,000 

5,000 

$10,00o 

50,000 

50,000 
~.ooo 

R aston. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Price. . . . . . . . . 1st district. . . . . . . . $65,000 
Special legislation: 

Baltimore'· .... .. ............ Linthicum .... 4th district ..........••... _ ... . 
Hagerstown '. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Lewis. . . . . . . . . 6th district.. . . . . . . 70, 000 

MASSACHUSETTS (16 DISTRICTS). 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Boston .............. __ ....... Tague ...•.... lOth district ...... . $100, 000 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Lowell. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Rogers........ 5th district...... .. 250, 000 
Boston ....................... Gallivan •..... 12th district •...... • 250,000 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Framingham. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Carter.. . . . . . . . 13th district._._ .•• 
Provincetown ................ Walsh ........ 16th district •....•• 

New sites and buildings; 
Great Barrington ............ . 
Gardner ...............•...... 
Salem ...... ........ ••. .•..... 

~:~g&Jd·.-_·:::::: :::::::::::: 
Everett .......•.•••••....•.... 

Treadway .... . 
Paige ........ . 
Gardner ..... . 
Phelan ••...... 
Dallinger ..... . 
Roberts ...... . 

1st district .....••• 
3d district ...•.. .• 
6th district .... .•.• 
7th district •......• 
8th district .•....•• 
9th district ••.. •••• 

100,000 
30,000 

50,000 
90,000 

130.000 
100,000 
65,000 

115,000 
• ·ew sites only: 

Westboro..................... Winslow __ .... 4th district....... . 15,000 
Whitinsville ..•.................... do ........... do............ · - 10.000 
Boston .......•............... Gallivan ...... 12thdistrict. ..... . 1,500,000 

Special legislation: 
J.Wden 3 •••••••••••••••••••••• Roberts ....... 9th district ••••••••••..•.....•• 

1 Ma';:e apt>ropriation available for finish and equir.ment. 
2 .Amend legislation to provide new building on present site. 
3 Purcha..."e site and erect building within present building limit. 

' 
MICHIGAN (13 DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

Ecl::tension, remodeling, etc.: 
Flint ....... ..... __ .......... . 

New bmldings on sites acquired 
or authorized: 

Benton Harbor. ............. . 
Boyne City ................•.. 

New sites and buildings: 
1tiarshalL .............. ..•.•.. 
St. Johns ..............•.•.•.• 
Ludington ...........•........ 
Clare ..........•••..••.••••.•.. 

New sites only: 
Detroit ................•...... 

!~. ~~~~~: :::::::::::::::: 

Representative. District. 

Kelley ...•.... 6th district .......• 

Hamilton ..... 4th district ......•• 
Scott. ........ 11th district ....... 

Smith ........ 3d district .....••. 
Fordney ...... 8th district ........ 
McLaughlin ... 9th district ........ 
Loud .......•. lOth district ....... 

Doremus ...... 1st district .... - --. 
Smith .......• 3d district ... ..... 
Fordney ...... 8th district ....•... 

MINNESOTA (10 DISTRICTS). 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Albert Lea ..... ___ ........... . 
Minneapolis ........ .... ...... . 

New buildings on sites acquired 
or authorized: 

Duluth ........ __ ...... ...... _ 
New sites and buildings: 

Northfield ...................• 
Wadena ..............•....... 
Litchfield .................•... 
Thief River Falls ............ . 

Special legislation: 

Anderson. . . . . 1st district ...... _. 
Smith........ 5th district ... .... . 

Miller_. . . . • • . . 8th district .... ..•• 

Davis ......... 3ddistrict .•...... 
Lindbergh.... 6th district •...•••• 
V alstead. . . . . . 7th district •......• 
Steenerson. . . . 9th district ....... . 

Appropria
tion. 

$100,000 

80,000 
30,000 

75,000 
55 000 
75;000 
35,000 

1,250,000 
7,500 
5,000 

$50,000 
100,_000 

300,000 

51,000 
35,000 
35JOOO 
55,000 

Faribault 1_. _ •••••••••••••• __ • Davis . ..... ... 3d district .......••...•....... 

liiiSSISSIPPI (8 DIS~CTS). 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Jackson ...................••.. Collier ......•• 8th district .•...... 

New sites only: 
Indianola ...........••.•••.••. Ruml>hreys •.. 3d district ........ . 
Lexington __ •.•.•••. ·-· ...•... _ ... do_ •• ---~ ..... do .. __ .. ·---· 
Okolona. . . . . . • . . • . . . • • . • • . . • . Sisson. . . . • • •• 4th district .......• 
Winona. .. .. •.••• ••••.••.•..•...... do ..•. •... ..... do .....•...••. 
Columbia. . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . • . Harrison. . . . . . 6th district ......•• 
Pascagoula ......•..... ..... . ....... do ........... _.do . . .... _ .... . 

MISSOURI (16 DISTIUCTS). 

Extensions, remodeling, ~c.: 
Columbia.......... .... ....... Shackleford... 8th district .....••. 
JeffersouCity ................ : ..... do ..•...••..... do ........... . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Unionville. . . • . • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . Lloyd. . . . . . . . . 1st district ....... . 
Trenton .... .. __ •.•........... . Rucker.. . . • • . 2d district-.......• 
West Plains. .... ........ .. .... Russell........ 14th district .. .... . 
Aurora ................. .... ... Decker .......• 15th district .. ....• 
Mountain Grove .......••. .. .. Rubey ___ -·--- 16th district ...... . 

New sites and buildings: 
Richmond.................... Alexander..... 3d district •. _ ..... . 
Sedalia ....... .... ............. Hamlin ....•.. 7th district ....... . 
Bowling Green ...•...•........ Clark ...•....• 9th district ....... . 

New sites only: 
Milan. . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . Rucker.. • • . . . 2d district ........ . 
Paris ....................... ....... . do ............. do ...... .. .. . . 

~:~!-. ~: :::::::::::::::::: · .A:ie1~<i&:.::: · &i-~~ict·.:::::::: 
Kansas City...... .. ..... ... ... Borland....... 5th district . •... __ . 
Eldorado Springs............. Dickinson..... 6th district ....... . 
Rich Hill ..............•........... do .....•....... do ........... . 
Windsor ........................... do ......••..... do . .•. ... ..... 

b::~r:~~~::::::: :::::::::::: :~2::::::: m~ ~~~L::::: 
Nooshe ..... . . ................. Decker ........ 15th district •...... 

t Se1I portion of site to city. 

1100,000 

5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
'1,500 
5,000 
5,000 

512,000 
50,000 

30,000 
65,000 
40,000 
65,000 
40,000 

40,000 
210,000 
40,00:> 

5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 

1,000,000 
4,000 
4,000 
4,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,~0 

Some comparisons a.re made elsewhere showing the generous 
treatment afforded Missouri. Only one brief note is here 
offered. In addition to caring for nearly every :Missouri dis
trict, the second district enjoys the proud distinction of cor
ralling fow· luscious plums, present and prospective, among 
which are noted : · · 

Location. Population. Receipts. 

Milan ......•...••••••..•.••••..•.............• 
Paris ......•.....•.•.•.•••.•••................. 
Salisbury .••.•......•••.••••.......... -.... -.• 

Match it if you can in the 1916 bilL 

2,191 
1, 474 
1,834 

56,684 
7,037 
7,438 

" To keep the outs out, in our State of ' Show me,' 
We mustn't count pork as expense," sez .he. 

Rental. 

$500 
540 
500 

The corrupt-practices act seems to be -a dead letter when no 
limit is fixed on -Government aid. Why not have tbe corrupt
practices act properly limit the items to be allowed each Mem
ber in public-buildings bills to one single piece of bacon? The 
President urges that the corrupt-:In·actices act be amended. To 
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Missouri's second di trict should go the honor of suggesting this 
amendment. 

:MONT.\11/A (2 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Increase in limit or cost: 
Missoula ........... .. ......... Evans ....... ,. At large .......... . 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Butte ........................... : .. do ............. do .....•...... 

New sites and buildings: 
Lewistown.................... Stout .............. do .....•••.•.. 

Special legislation: 
Bozeman.l 

NEBRASKA (6 DISTRICTS). 

New sites and buildings: 
Superior..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Shallenberger . 5th district ....... . 

New sites only: 
David City .....•.........••... Sloan .......... 4th district ....... . 
Seward .............•.....•.•....... do ............. do ..........•. 
Broken Bow. • . . . • . • . . • • . • . • . . Kinkaid . . . . . . 6th district •....... 
O'NeilL ...............••.•.•....... do ............. do ..........•. 

NEVADA (1 DISTRICT). 

New buildings and sites: 
Elko .......................... Roberts ....... At large .........•. 

New sites only: 

~~ \regas::::::::::::::::::::: ::: ::~g:::: :::: :: :::~g:::: :::::::: 
NEW HAMPSHIRE (2 DISTRICTS). 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Manchestl.'r .................... Sulloway .•••.. 1St district. •.•.... 

New sites and buildings: 
Claremont........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . Was on........ 2d district. .•....•. 

NEW JERSEY (12 DISTRICTS). 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Millville •...................... 
Montclair .................... . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Passaic ....................... . 
New sites and buildings: 

~~~:ku:!:.::::::::::::::::: 
Special legislation: 

Atlantic City s •••••••••••••••• 
Newark 3 •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bacharach. . . . 2d district ....... . 
Lehlbach..... . lOth district ..•..•. 

Drukker. . . . . . 7th district ......•. 

Hart .... ... : . . 6th district ....... . 
Eagan ____ ..... 11th district ....•.. 

Bacharach. . . . ·2d district ..•...... 
Lehlbach ...... lOth district ...... . 

NEW MEXICO (1 DISTRICT). 

New sites and buildings: I I I Silver City .................... Hernandez .... At large ......•.•.. 

NEW YORK (43 DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

Increase in limit or cost: 
Long Island City ............. . 
Yonkers ..................... . 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Albany ...................... . 

Plattshurg ................... . 
New buildings on sites acquired or 

authorized: 
Bronx ....................... . 
Nyack ...........•.••••.... ... 
Oneida .............•.•••...... 
Binghamton ......•.••.•...... 
Lyons ........................ . 
Bath ......................... . 

New sites and buildings: 
Kewburgh ............•....... 
Lit erty ..............•........ 
Mechanicsville ......•......... 

i~~o~d~~~g~--:::::::::::::::::: 
Ilion ..... ....•..........•..... 
Dans>ille .......•.......•..... 

New sites only: 

Representative. District. 

Caldwell ...... 2d district ......... 
Oglesby ....... 24th district ....... 

Postmaster 28th district ....... 
General. 

Snell .......... 31st district ....... 

Bruckner ..... 22d district ........ 
Husted ....... 25th district ....•.. 
Mott .......... 32d district ........ 
Fairchild .. : ... 34th district ..••.•. 
Gould ......... 36th district .•..... 
Pratt ......... 37th district ..•..•. 

Platt .......... 26th district ....... 
Ward ......... 27th district .•.••.. 
Parker ........ 29th district ....•.. 
Charles ...•.... 30th district ....... 
Snell .. .. ...... 31st district ....... 
Snyder ........ 33d district ........ 
Danforth ...... 39th district ....... 

Appropria
tion. 

$35,000 

150,000 

100,000 

$35,000 

6,000 
6,000 
6,000 
6,000 

$59,000 

5,000 
5,000 

$225,000 

55,000 

$25,000 
10,000 

125,000 

60,000 
125,000 

60,000 
600,000 

$60,000 

$100,000 
51,500 

10,000 

w,ooo 

$850,000 
50,000 
55,000 

500,000 
40,000 
50,000 

140,000 
55,000 
55,000 
60,000 
35,000 
65,000 
60,000 

Potsdam . . . . . . . . . • .. . • . . . . . . . . Snell. . . . . . . . . . 31st district . . . • . . . 9, 000 
Lowville .......••••.....•..... Mott .......... 32d district........ 10,000 
Albion........................ Danforth...... 39th district....... 10,000 
Wells 'rille. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Hamil ton . . . . . 43d district.. . . . . . . 12, 500 

Special legislation: 
U1.icn, N.Y.' .................. Snyder ........ 33d district .....•..••••.•.....• 

1 Donation of part of site to city. 
t Purchase of certain land and improvements. 
3 Post office, courthouse, etc., new site and building or additional land and en

large prest>nt building. 
' Revised ll'gislation to tear down building: 

NORTH CAROLINA. (10 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Increase in limit or cost: . 
Wilson ........................ Kitchin ..•••.. 2d district . .. .... . 

. :!t~~~r~m:::::::::::::::::: .:.~~~·::::::::: -~~~-~~~~i~~:::::::: 
New buildings on sites acquired 

or authorized: 
Edenton ..................... . SmalL ........ 1st district ....... . 
Mount Olive ........... : ..... . Hood ......... 3d district ........ . 
Mount Airy 1 •••••••••••••••• _. 
Lumberton .................. . 

Stedman ...... 5th district ....... . 
Godwin....... 6th district ....... . 

Lenoir ....................... . 
New sites and buildings: 

Dough ton.. . . . 8th district ....... . 

Morganton.................... Webb......... 9th district ....... . 
New sites only: 

Williamston •... : ..•..•...••... 
Clinton .. '"···················· Loujsburg ........•...••....... 
Dunn ..........•.............. 
Sanford ....................•.. 
Albemarle .................... . 
Marion ...........•............ 

Small ........ . 
Hood ......... . 
Pou .......... . 
Godwin ...... . 
Page ......... . 
Doughton .... . 
Britt ......... . 

1st district. ...... . 
3d district ........ . 
4th district ....... . 
6th district ....... . 
7th district ....... . 
8th district ....... . 
lOth district ...... . 

I Also increase in limit of cost. 

Appropria
tion. 

Si5, 000 
5, 000 
5,000 

25,000 
30,000 
55,000 
30,000 
30,000 

35,00) 

5,00J 
5,00:> 
6,000 
7,000 
7,000 
8,000 
6,000 

In passing, it may be noted that for mathematical perfection 
North Carolina always brightly shines, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. 
Read over the list of grabs for small cro ·s-roads towns, and 
then say which one of the 10 districts in Secretary Daniels's 
State was overlooked, and also predict how many votes will be 
given to this bill by North Carolina when the roll is called. It 
may need another boost of war taxes by the Ways and Means 
Committee, but why worry when North Carolina holds the key 
to such legislation. It may also seem politically significant, as 
shown aboYe, that Wilson is the first to raise the limit. But 
Wilson is peculiarly t11e one town with over 5,000 population, 
while 13 of the 16 North Carolina items are in towns under 
3,000 people. 

NORTH DAKOTA (3 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Increase in limit of cost: • 
Jamestown.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Young . . . . . . . . 2d district ........ . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Fargo.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Helgesen. . . . . . 1st district ....... . 

OHIO (22 DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Steubenville ... .............. . 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Findlay ................... .. . . 

New buildmgs on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

~~E~~S:~ ·.:::::::::::::::::::: 
Niles .................••....... 

New sites and buildings: 
Eaton ..............•.......•.. 
Port Clinton .•••.••••.....•... 
Circleville ..............•.....• 
Norwalk .............•.•...•.. 
lfount Vernon ••.••..•••...... 
Painesville .......•••••••••.•.. 

New sites only: 
Galion ....................... . 
Columbus ..........••••...•.•. 
East Palestine ••••.•..•..•.••. 

Representative. District. 

Hollingsworth 18th district ...... . 

Key ........... 8th district ....... . 

Matthews •.... 5th district ....... . 
Fess...... . .. . . 7th district ....... . 
Cooper ........ 19th district .....•• 

Gard.......... 3d district ..•...... 
Sherwood..... 9th district .......• 
Ricketts...... 11th district ......• 
Overmeyer .•.. 13th district ...... . 
Ashbrook. . . . . 17th district ...... . 
Emerson . ..... 22d district .......• 

Key ... . ....... 8th district ....... . 
Brumbaugh... 12th district ...... . 
Hollingsworth 18th district ...... . 

OKLAHOMA (8 DISTRICTS). 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Hobart....................... McClintic..... 7th district ....... . 
Alva.................. . . . . . . . . Morgan.. . . . . . 8th district ......•. 

New sites and buildings: 
Vinita .•.••.•..•..•.•..•..•••. ·Davenport .••. 1st district .••..•.. 
Hugo......................... Carter ......... 3d district ........• 
Sapulpa....................... Murray....... 4th district ....... . 

New~~j~~~- •• •••••• : ......... Davenport .•.. 1st district ....... . 
Norman ....................... Thompson .•.. 5th district ....... . 
Stijlwater ......••..•••.•••••....... do •••••.•...... do ..........•. 
Anadarko..................... Ferris......... 6th district .•...... 
Duncan ............................ do ..•••........ do ....••...... 
Waurika ........................... do •••••••...... do ...•.......• 
Ponca City ...•.••••••••••••... Morgan •••••.. 8th district •....... 

Special legislation: 
Okmulgee 1••••••••••••••••••• Hastings...... 2d district ........ . 

1 Purchase building and remodel same. 

Appropria- · 
tion. 

$35,000 

250,000 

Appropria
tion. 

$125,00:> 

50,00J 

35,000 
50,000 
55,000 

35,000 
40,000 
65,000 
65,000 
70,000 
70,000 

15,000 
240.000 

7,500 

$40,000 
45,000 

100,000 
58,000 
70,000 

15,000 
7,000 
7,000 
7,000 
5,000 
5,000 
7,500 

135,000 

Without questioning the reasons for n distribution which gen· 
erously covers all eight of Oklahoma's districts and thus in· 
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sure the full delegation's "Support of the bill, in view of the state- ~ 
ment o-r the Pub1ic Buildings Commission's report that 280 cities 
of 5;000 inhabitants and aver .are unprovided with public build
i~gs, and no building should be erected where rental is less than 
-$1,000 annually, wh'3.t excnse exists for the "profligate waste 'J 
demonstrated in these items which are similar to others? 

' Location. P~':l_a- Renta' . • 

1\na<!.arko ...........•.••••. ··- •...••..•••..••.••...•... -'"-··. 3,.(39 
Puncan ...............••.•••...•....... ··-·······.. .. .... ... . 2,477 
\Vaurik:a .........•..•.•.•••••.•...•.•••.....••••••••..... -··. 2, 928 
Ponca City ...........•....••..••.•......•... -- .••..........• - 2, 521 

S540 
480 
400 
849 

Why provide sites in advance by separate appropriations? 
OREGON (3 DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

New buildings on sites acquired or-
3Uthorhed: 

Representative. District. 

St. Johns ..................... McArthur ..... 3ddistrict ........ . 
Now sites and bruldings: 

nooa River .•. ·········--·-··- Sinnott ... ···- 2d district .. -- ...•. 
Ore~on City................... Hawley....... 1st district ....... . 

New site~ 0Uly: 
Corvllllis ...•........•.............. do ............. do ........... . 

; 

PENNSYLVANIA (36 DISTRICTS). 

Increase in limit of cost: 
York ....... __ ........... .... -- Lafean .. ..•. .. At lar~e ••. . --- ... . 
Sunbury .. ....•.....• ..... .•. . Lesher ...• ,.-- 16th district ...... . 
Lewisto'\VIL................... Focht......... 17th-district ...... .-

Ext-ension, remodeling, etc.: 
Norristown •........•.......... 
Scranton .. -- .......... -... -·- -
Pottsville ..............•. . .... 
Williamsport ....... ·- ...•..... 
Beaver Falls-·--·- ....... ...• 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Watson ..•.... 8th district •...•..• 
Fa.rr ........ _. , loth district ...... . 
Heaton.... . . . . 12th district ...... . 
Kiess ..... --- .. 15th district •...... 
Temple. . . . . .• 24th district.._ ... 

Lancaster . . ........•.. . ....... Griest •.......• 9th district .......• 
Tyrone •................ -~····, Bailey ....... -- ~9th district ..•..•• 

New~J:U~A:-biliiciings; ___ . .• .. . . North. __ .. .. __ 27th district ...... . 

Lansdowne .•.....•..•.• ....... Butler ..•.. -- .. 7th district . .. -·-- . 

i~J3J;~~:::~.:.::::~:::~:~: ~~ie;:::::: i~~~~t~:::: 
Philips burg. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Rowland .... _ "2ls t district ...... . 

~~:U~(i.:::::::::::::~::::~: ~;~~-~~:= ~h~~c::::: 
Duquesne ......... __ .. _...... B.archield..... 32d district ....... . 

New sites~y: 
Philadelphia. ....• ·-_ ........ . 

r!~r::::::::::::::::::: 
Bioolrville ........ - ·· ........ . 

Moore .... --- .. 
Watson ...... . 
Casey .... . ... . 
Focht ........ . 
North ........ . 

3d district ...... . . . 
8th district. - - --- .. 
lith district ...... . 
17th district .... __ • 
21st district •... .... 

Midland ...................... . 
Specialle~slation: 

Temple._ . .•.. 24th district ...... . 

Appropria
tion. 

$25,000 

60,000 
70,000 

10,000 

$25,000 
40,000 
20,000 

55,000 
100,000 

5CJ,OOO 
80,000 
58,000 

250,000 
80,000 
50,000 

65 000 
oo:ooo 
65,000 
60,000 

. "58,000 
75,000 
75,000 

75CJ,OOO 
5,000 

15,000 
10,000 
10,000 
5,000 

Pitt~~~~-1::: :::_::::::_:::: ::: _ ~~~:: ::::: -~~~£~::::: :::::: · · · · ·-oo:ooo 
"PORTO RICO. 

Speciallegislatwn: San Jn~ a_. ····I Clark .... _· __ .. -12d district,Florida~J- ........••• 

n.HODJJ ISLA11."D (3 DISTlliCTB). 

lncrease in.limit of cost: 
Narragansett Pier ............. Stiness ........ 2d district.. •• •.••• 

Extension, remodeling, etc.: 
Providence ....... - . . . . . . . . . . . . O'Shaunessy. ! Ist distriut ........ . 

. SOUTH CAROLINA (7 ·Dl:STRICTS). 

Extension, _remodeling, ~tc.: 
Aiken. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Byrnes.. . . . . . . .2d district •...•..... 

N:::~~s on sites acquired oi 

Dillon •.. - .----- .• ----.---- ..... Ragsdale •.. .•. ~th , district .....••. 

Newo~!:=l~~~:........ .• Aiken ..... :. .. ad district ... ---.--
New sites only: · 

'.Manning .•......• ·-··-·....... Wba1ey .... - .. ::tst district •• _ . __ . 
Summerville ...........•..........• do~---- ......... do ___ ···-· ..•• 

~:anr~~~~~:::::::::::::::::: ~~:.-.-.-.~:: ~ ~:i~t::::::.: 
Greer .....•.•••.•.••••..•.•.... Nicholls ..•.... 4th district.._ ..... . 
York .. ---·······-·-····~·-· Finley._:. .·-···· 5th district ......•• 
Conway. . . . . . . . . . • •• . . • • . . . . . • Ragsdale. . . . . • 6th district.. . •... 
Hartsville.--·- ... ----~---···· ..... -do ......•. : ..... do .......... --· 

Special legislation: 
Rock Hill6 ..•....•.•..•.. - .•. .Finley.·---··-.. 5th disttict. ••..••• 

1 Sell lot owned by Government. 
2 Federal bttilding1 extension and remodeling. 
._ Sell warehouse-site. 

$10_,000 

75,000 

-175,000 

'25.,000 

125,ll00 

}.~ 
Eooo 
o,OOO 

}~ 
a'ooo 
a:ooo 

~.ooo 

c Also sale of present site and building. 
6 Post office, courthouse, etc., new site and building and sell present one, or to 

erect new courthouse on additional land for $100,000. · 

Six ""Of the seven South Carolina districts are cared for in the 
12 items above named, and these items are fairly evenly divided 
among the different districts. 

The following villages get new sites : 

w=~~ie..:·=~: :::::: ::~:::::::: :::::::::: :::~=-~ : :: 
Er~-:·:·:-~::::: ::::: ~::: :::::::::::::::::::: ~:=: ~~ 
York ......... ---·· .... --·· .........••....•.•..... ··-.··~ 
Conway ....•.....................•.........•.. --·-- ... ----. 
Hart:s:ville ... __ . -- .... -· - . -...•....•.......• -...... - - ----

Popula
tion. 

1,854 
2,355 
1, 937 
2,983 
1,673 
2,326 
1,228 
2,365 

The statement of facts is offered without comment. 
SOUTH DAKOTA (3 DISTRICTS). 

Location. , Representative. District. 

Extension, r-emodeling, etc.: 
Aberdeen ....................• Johnson .•....• 2d district ..... -···· 

New building Dn sites acquired 'or 
authorized: . 

Vermilion • . • • •• • • • • • • • • . • . • • • Dillon... . . . . . • 1st district ....... . 
New sites only: 

Canton .• ~ .•..••..••.•••.•...•..... do--·--··· ·· .••. do ............ . 

TEN.'ESSEE (10 DISTRICTS). 

"New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

=:~~·:.:::::::::::~:::: g~-.~:::::::: ~~~tf:ft~::::::: 
New sites only: ~ 

Lafollette ....••..•..•••... __ . Austin ... ----- 2d district •........ 

~~~~~: :::::::::::::::::: ::: ::~~::::: ::: ~: ::~~::::: ::::::: 
McMinnville. . • • . • • . • . . . . . . . . . Moon ..••.. -~- 3d district ........• 
Lewisburg. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . "Houston. . . . . . 5th district ....... . 
Dickson.... . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • • . . . Padgett...... • Jth district ....... . 
·Brownsville •....•..••..•••. ."._ Garrett •••.. ·-- 9th district .... . .. . 

Rent. 

$350 
440 
220 
300 
360 
600 
490 
480 

35,000 

6, 000 

$25,000 
25,000 

6,000 
6 ()()() 
6:000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
.i,OOO 

.A 'brief comment in passing is again offered.- In 13 Soutlwrn 
States an incomplete statement of income tax for ftScal year to 
June 30, 1915, is reported at $4,855.902. In 13 Northern Stutes 
$65,308,684, or for every dollar pai<;l by the 13 Southern SL:tes. 
$13 was paid by 13 Northern States. Sectionalism is not ah:.;eilt 
in fll.e 1916 bill, as evidenced by every page of the bill. Take t·he 
above items for mustration. Not one complies with Burle~on's 
report or even Chairman CLAnK's report : 

Location. 

~~a:~~:»·::::::::::::::::::::::·:~:::::::::: 
Lafollette .......••.....•......•..•............. 
Lenoir .............••.. -··--··· ............ : 

~~~~~<fria:: ::::::: :_: ::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Lewisburg ....••...•• --- .. --~··-- ..•.•..• -- -·. 
Dickson .......•....•.•.•••••••.•••••.......... 
Brownsville ......•..••....•.••..••........... ·, 

Po pula-
twn. 

1,242 
1,112 ' 
2,816 
3, 392 
3,660 
2,299 
1,830 
"1,"850 
2,882 

RentaL .Receipts. 

l!l90 J.'>.466 
360 4.151i 
425 5.426 
500 5,986 
300 5, -
540 f<,724 
360 !), 431 
425 7, 451 
660 -8, 111 

In the Public Buildings Commission's report, signed by Chair
man CLABK, occurs the recommendati-on that no public building 
be authorized where annual receipts are less than $10,000 per 
year., and in the consideration ·of ~aCh project " a comparisou of 
rental values for suitable quarters, together with cost of mainte
nance -and operation,- including interest at 3 per cent * ''' ~· 
shall be made in order •that it may be determined whether jts 
.erection would be a deSirable investment or not." -Not one item 
meets that condition. · All are " p1·ofligate waste wrung from 
the people by nppressive taxation." 

Who pay.s these extravagant bills? I have given facts to sl1ow 
how bad this bill is. How can we support it? 

TEXAS (18 DISTRICTS). 

Location ' Representlrti:ve. 

New buildiBgs on sites acquired 
or authorized: 

Paris •.....••••..•••.••........ • IDa<ik .....•.. J 

"¥l~~-5.ti.;: :::::::::::::-::::::. =t: ==~::: ~ 
g~r;:~~=: :::::::: :~: =~ ~=: : -~~~'d::~.- _· :~: 
~:~at.ei:: ::::::::::::::::: ~:rith~:::::::: 

District. 

1st-district ....... . 
7th·dist.rict. . .... _.., 
8th distriot. . . . . .. ~ 
IOtb district . .. _ .. _ .. 
14th district._ .. _ .. 
15th district ...... . 
16th district .. _ ... . 

Appropri
tion .. 

Sli.O,OOO 
25, 000 
30,000 
30, OQ!) 
30,000 
30,0QO 
35,000 
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TEXAS (18 DISTRICTS)-COntinued. 

Location. Representative. District. 

:Kew sites and buildings: 
Kingsville..................... McLemore.... At Large ......... . 
Lu[kin........................ Dies.......... 2d district ........ . 
Mexia .............••.......... Hardy ........ 6th district .•...... 
Fort Worth .......•........... Callaway •..... 12th district •...... 
Plain new..................... Stephens...... 13th district •...... 

New sites only: 
San Benito.................... Davis......... At large .......... . 
Henderson............. . . . . . . . Young. . . . . . . . 3d district ........ . 
Alvin......................... Burgess....... 9th district ....... . 
Lockhart ........•............. Buchanan .•... lOth district .•..•.. 

Special legislation; 
Dallas t • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Sumners. • . . . . 5th district ••...... 
Dallas' ....•......................• do ...•......... do ..•.••...... 

Appropria
tion. 

$40,000 
35,000 
35,000 

(00,000 
45,000 

6,000 
5,000 
6,000 
6,000 

550,000 
1,250,000 

1 Subpost office and site. s Courthou.s& and other branches. 

Elsewhere will be shown a brief analysis of the Te:Jras items, 
but here it is sufficient to say that three-fourths of the above 16 
items are located in villages under 4,000 people, one-half in 
villages under 3,000 people, and one-quarter in crossroads under 
2,000 people. In the 1913 bill the 18 Texas districts gobbled up 
28 projects. In this symmetrically built pork barrel every dis
trict has been cared for, with several notable exceptions. 

Dallas, of Trinity River fame, gets a modest $1,800,000, but 
the same criticism which covers nearly every State's allotment 
is, first, that the items are allotted, and, second, that they are 
distributed without reference to Government interests or needs. 
Texas items are no exception to the ru1e. 

'\\~hat can be said to justify buildings in many of the above, 
including San Benito, with no population given in 1910, and 
rent of $15 per month; or Henderson, with no population given 
in 1910, and rent of $25 per month; or Alvin, with 1,453 popula
tion in 1910, and rent of $100 per year; or Lockhart, with 2,945 
population in 1910, and rent of $660 per year"! 

What a commentary on" profligate waste" is offered by Texas 
and by practically every other State. 

Location. 

Increase in limit of cost: 

UTAH (2 DISTRICTS). 

Representa
tive. District. 

Park City..................... Howell........ 1st district. ...... . 
New buildings onsitesacqulred or 

authorized: 
Nephi .............................. do ............. do ........... . 

VIUGINIA (10 DISTRICTS). 

Extensions, remodeling, etc.: 
Norfolk ....................... Holland ....... 2d district ........ . 
Roanoke...................... Glass .......... 6th district ....... . 
Harrison burg. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Hay...... . . . . . 7th district ....... . 
Alexandria.................... Carlin ........ _. 8th district ....... . 

New buildings on sites acquired or 
authorized: 

Appropri
ation. 

$10,000 

$650,000 
75,000 
60,000 
75,000 

25,000 
New sites and buildings: 

West Point ................... Montague ..... 

1

3d district ........ . 

~{!~l~i1.~~:::::::::::::::: ::: ~1~~r::s.-~::::::: ~~~h~;~~i~:::: :: ~;~ 
The 1913 bill was exceptionally generous to Virginia, as I 

hm·e heretofore shown. 
• WASHINGTON (5 DISTRICTS). 

Location. 

New sites nad buildings: 

Representa
tive. District. 

Hoquiam..................... Johnson ....... 3d district ........ . 
Seattle........................ Humphrey.... 1st district ....... . 

Speciallo;rislation: 
McNeil Islandi ................ Johnson ....... 3d district ....•.... 

WEST VIRGINIA (5 DISTRICTS). 

New buildingsonsitesacquired or · 
authorized: 

New Martinsville ............. Neeley ........ 1st district ...•...• 
New sites and buildings: 

Keyser... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Bowers.... . . . . 2d district .......•. 
Lewisburg.................... Littlepage..... 3d district .....•.•• 
Princeton........ . . . . . . . . • • . . . Cooper........ 5th district .....••• 

New sites only: 
Beckley .............••........ Sutherland .•.. At Large ........•• 
Mannington ................... Neeley ........ 1st district ......•• 
Berlceley Spring............... Bowers....... 2d district .••.••••• 

1 Penitentiary, additional land. 

$75,000 
275,000 

10,000 

$40,000 

55,000 
82,000 
45,000 

10,000 
10,000 
10,000 

WISCONSIN (11 DISTRICTS). 

Location. Representative. District. 

Increase in limit of cost: 
Milwaukee.................... Cary.......... 4th district ....... . 

Extensions .. remodeling, etc.: 
Kenosha ...................•.. Cooper ...•.••. lstdistrict ....... . 

N 9,;"gl}fe~;~d· i>iilltiillgs:....... . . . Konop ..... _.. 9th district ....... . 

K:~stiig.::::::::::::: ·• ·• _· ·. ·. ·. ·. Burke......... 2d district ...... ~ .. Esch .......... 7th district ....... . 
Grand RaJtids ..•.............. Browne ..•.•.. 8th district ....... . 
~~;:~th~~::::::::::::::::: Konop ........ 9thdistrict ....... . 

New sites only: Lenroot....... 11th district ...... . 

Menasha ...................... Reilly ......... 6th district ....... . 
Two Rivers ........................ do .............. do ........... . 

• WYOJIIING (1 DISTRICT). 

New buildings onsites acquired or 
authorized: 

Green River.................. Mandell....... At Large ....•..... 
Newcastle .......•..........•....... do ............. do ........... . 

Appropria
·tlon. 

$100,000 

75,000 
50,000 

57,000 
40,000 
70 000 
40;000 
35,000 

10,000 
10,000 

$25,000 
2ii,OOO 

The first analysis of the 1916 bill just offered is to show its 
method of preparation, the skill in distribution of items, and 
the generally objectionable character of the 1916 omnibus 
public-buildings bi1l. 

An important finding of the Public Buildings Commission in 
this connection occurs when, on page 82, the statement i made 
that in 284 cities in 1910, each ha\ing a population of 5,000 or 
over, no post-office building had been built or authorized; and 
this is coup1ed with the statement that in 508 cities ef the 
United States postal receipts reached over $10,000 at offices in 
private quarters, but at the time of that report, April 30, 1914, 
and consequently up to the present time none of these cities 
have been provided f8r in the six omnibus bills the first of 
which was passed in 1902 and which in the aggregate have 
authorized over $150,000,000 for public buildings. 

Leaving out of consideration the insistance by General Bur
leson that minimum receipts should not be less than $15,000 
per annum, and the further demonstrable fact by the Treasury 
Department that even this figure is far too low if Government 
business interests are to be considered, we may well ask what 
has been the method of preparing omnibus bills in the past? 

Why have these 508 cities and the 284 cities been ignored in 
past bills, and why have hundreds of country eros roads 
elbowed the larger towns out of the way? On this subject the 
commission provides some interesting statistics as follows: 

SECTIONAL DISCRIMINATION. 

The fa•ored States that had provided buildings with Federal 
money in all of the cities of 5,000 inhabitants or over, accord
ing to the report, are as follows : 

Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Mary
land, Mississippi, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North Caro
lina, North Dakota, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Utah, and \Vest Virginia. 

Among States having only one city of 5,000 people waiting 
for one of Uncle Sam's monuments, are the following: 

Alabama, Arizona, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Montana, 
Oregon, Virginia, and Wyoming. 

States having only two cities unprovided are Kentucky, 
Oklahoma, Texas, and Washington. 

In other words, the 30 States named were so well taken care 
of by the Public Buildings Committee that only 17 cities existed 
in the entire list with a population of 5,000 or more which were 
unprovided with Government buildings, whereas the remaining 
18 States have 267 cities of 5,000 population or over without 
Government monuments. 

It is interesting to note the sectional uistribution of these plums. 
All towns of 5,000 population have been provided by law in 

the States of Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee. 

States having only one shorn lamb left out in the cold include 
Alabama, Louisiana, and Virginia. 

States possessing two deserted lamblets in 1913 include Ken
tucky, Texas, and Oklahoma. 

I do not overlook the fact that several Northern States with 
aggressive Members have cleaned up waste places in their 
States in past years, and, it is immaterial where located, the 
method of congressional distribution speaks for itself. 

Another interesting statement appears on page 77 of the
report put forth by the Public Buildings Commission last session, 
and Lim·ite attention to the preceding list when comparisons 
are made. 
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There. are 508 cities in the United States where local post

office receipts reach $10,000 or more annually which are not pro
. vided with public buildings. 

States which have no such city unprovided include Arkansas, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Virginia. 

States with one shorn lamb, Alabama. 
States with two shQrn lambs, FlQrida and Louisiana. 
In ~he foregoing 11. Sta,tes just 5 cities with receipts of $10,000 

or over are unprovided out of 508 cities throughout the country. 
States that have a generous grist of such cities left out in the 
cold by the Public Buildings Committee are: 

Cities with 110,000 t·eceipts. 
Pennsylvania-------------------------------------------;..____ 77 
New York--------------------------------·------------------ 56 Mas·sachusetts _________ _: ____________________________________ ._ 40 
Michigan ________________________________________________ _;___ 21 . 

Indiana----------------------------------·------------------ 17 
Iowa------------------------------------------------------- 17 
Wr~co~e;i~e_:_-_-_-::::_-:_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:=============::::: ~~ 
Ohio-- ----------------------------------------------------- 39 
California--------------------------------------:.. __ _:_________ 33 
Illinois------------------------------------------------------ 30 

Eleven Northern States have unprovided 377 cities of that class. 
Eleven Southern States have unprovided 5 cities of that class. 
The rule may not be enforced on sectional lines, but ~t the 

risk of being criticized for sectionalism, as in the case of the 
river aQ.d harbor bill, I set forth official statistics, leaving to the 
individual Member such deduction as he cares to make. 

In the. case of river and harbor bills I showed that approxi
mately one-half of th~ appropriations, .which now average an
nually over $40,000,000 for all our waterways, goes to Southern 
States, although less than 2 per cent of our actual waterway 
comnier~e is handled by those States and less than 7 per cent 
of the total contributions to the Federai Treasury come from 
those.13 States. 

The .showing. with · the .$50,.000,000 so-.called :flood-control bill 
for the reclamation of 16,000,000 acres of land along the Mis
sissippi Riye~. i~. of the same general cl;l.aracter. Possibly the 
fact that 31 chairmen of important House committees out of 32 
come from the 13 States of the solid South creates a suspicion 
that sectionalism is not absent in appropriation bills. 

As previously stated, 13 Southern States contributed income 
taxes to the Federal Treasury in 1915 reaching $4,855,902, 
whereas 13 Northern States contxibuted $65,308,684, or 13 to 1. 

In the distribution of building items in the allotment to States, 
or in the omnibus 1916 public-building bill, the splendid polit
ical symmetry of the barrel is not affected by the needs of 
Government or by the comparative size of States or taxes con
tributed. For this reason New York and Missouri are a stand
off, although New York is nearly three times as large politically 

.and eighteen times as large in tax contributlons. Alabama and 
Michigan furnish food for thought, while Massachusetts and 
Kentucky pair off in items. Other States are briefly compared 
to show how the builders labored to give every favored State an 
equal allotment on the vote basis. 

In order to cover some districts it was -found necessary to 
build Government monuments in unknown villages, crossroads, 
and jerk-water junctions, but nothing has stumped the com
mittee. These comparisons are offered in order to demonstrate 
the injustice to the Government and States brought about by 
an omnibus bill that presumably has never been excelled in its 
tribute to profligate waste. 

.Alabama and Michigan, 10 items each (1916 bill). 
ALABArti.A. 

Name. Popula
twn. Page. 

7 

Alabama. 
Number of items 1916 .•... : .............................................. 10 
Number of items 1913 ••..••••••••••.•.•..••..•....••..••.•.....•...••...• 
Number of districts ......••••••••.••••.•.•...........•............... ;.·.. 10 
In,come tax paid 1915.................................................... $261, 76S 

Michigan. 
Numberofitems1916 .••••••••••••••.....••....• : ••• ~.................... 10 
Number of items 1913 .•..•••••••••.• • ..•.•••.••••• · .• ~-................... 11 
Number of districts ...•••.••••••••••.•••••••••• :......................... 13 
Income tax paid 1915 .•.•.••••.••.••••••••••••••••.••••.•.•••••....•... .. S2, 913, 307 

Alabama. Michigan. 

3 
5 
6 
2 

1 
3 
4 
5 

The disproportion in size of towns in the foregoing compari
son is not so striking as will appear in other cases, but" it is 
significant, 'and the fact is · also worth considering that every 
Alabama district is. cru.-ed for on the average, although its _con
tribution to the Federal Treasury does not ·reach 10 per cent 
of the amount paid in by Michigan. · In other wo1'ds,· it depends 
upon a symmetrical shaping of the buildings bill to secure votes 
from practically every district, both North and· South. 

Kentucky and Massachusetts, 13 items eacl£ (1916 bill). 

KENTUCKY. 

-

Name. 

- Shelbyville: ••.........•.•.•.•..•......•......... 
Barbourville .......•........•...•..••.....•..... 

i~i:~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Falmouth ... • ..•....•.•...........•.....••...•.. 
Madisonville ••...•••••.•.............. ..• ....... 
Murray ...•.....•..••.•......•....•........•.... 
Pikeville ....•••••.••• ~ •..........••..••••••••... 
Hazard ......•.••..•..•...•..•••.•••••.•.•••.••.. 
Hickm.an ....................................... . 
Pineville ......•...•...•.......•.•.•.....•....... 
Russellville .................... ...... .......... . 
Stanford ..•...•..•...•....•.•.. ...•... ..•....... 

A;ppro· 
pnatlon. 

$25,000 
25,000 
30,000 
40,000 
25,000 
40,000 
25,000 
35,000 
40,000 
5,000 
5,000 

10,000 
5,000 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston. .... : .....•..•...................... . . -.-
Do ......... : ...... . .• .. .. ... ..........•..... 
Do ..........................•............... 

Lowell ..........•.......•.. •. ..•• •• . •••.•••... .. 
Provincetown ..•..........•....•.....•..•....... 
Everett .............................•..••....... 
Farmington .....•...•.•..•...•.••..•...•.•.•.... 
Gardner ........................................ . 
Great Barrington ............................... . 
Peabody ..... ... .......... •. ........ •........... 
Salem ................•.......................... 
Wakefield .............. ... ............. ..... ... . 
Westboro . ......•.............•..•.. .... ••...... 
Whitinsville ............ . ....... ... ...... . ... .. . 

Kentucky. 

$100,000 
250,000 

1,500,000 
250,000 
30,000 

115,000 
100,000 
90,000 
50,000 

100,000 
130,000 
65,000 
15,000 
10,000 

Popula
tion. 

3,412 
1,633 
2,545 
1,274 
1,180 
4,966 
2,089 
1,280 

537 
2, 739 
2,161 
3,111 
1,532 

670,000 
670)000 
670,000 
106,294 

4,369 
33,484 
12,948 
14,699 
5,926 

15,721 
43,697 
11,404 
5,446 
4,000 

Number of items, 1916 ............... .. ..........................•..•...• 
Number of items, 1913 . . . ....... ..... .. .. .. ... ...... ......•..... .. .•.. .• • 

~~~rt~i ~!1d:c~iii.·: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Massachusetts . 

, .. 

Page. 

3 
9 

10 
1G 
10 
12 
13 
14 
19 
28 
30 
31 
32 

2 
5 

25 
6 

14 
18 
18 
18 
18 
22 
23 
24 
32 
32 

13 
17 
11 

$576,957 

Mobile ....................•..................... 
Albertville ....•................................. 
Attalla ......................................... . 

$100,000 
25,000 
30,000 
30,000 
30,000 
25,000 
35,000 

1,544 
2, 513 
3,377 
1,456 
4,055 
1,715 

~ Villages under 2,000 (1916).. •.. . .. . . ... .•. . . •. •.••• ... .•... 6 ....•••••••• 
11 Villages under 3,000...... .. . . •. • . • • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . •• • . 10 ...•..••.••• Greenville ...................•.........•.•.•..•.. 

@'~foC:s~·iiiis·:::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::: 15 Villages under 4,000.. ............. •. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . .. • . 12 
15 Cities over 5,000 . .•...........•.•..•.•.•..•.•.......•.•••......... ... .. · · · · · · · · · · i2 

Athens ....................•....•••.•............ 16 
Montgomery ..... ....... .. ~ ..•.•.... . ... ... ..... 
Ozark .......................................... . 
S)leffieJd .......................•.....••.•....... 

175,000 
5,000 
5,000 

38,136 
2,229 
4,865 

30 
30 
32 

The above comparison carries its own argument. 'Vhat more 
need be said to show the character of the 1916 bill? Kentucky 
villages, all of them, are provided. 

MICHIGAN, IUinois ana North Carolina (1916 bill). 
Flint ....... :... ................................. $100,000 38,350 5 
Benton Harbor.................................. 80,000 9 185 " 9 

~~~"fr!e_ ?.i~~ ·. ~ :~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~; ~ . f: :M 1~ 
Ludington ...... ······~·-··········· .•...• : ..... 75,000 .9, 132 20 

ILLINOlS-13 ITEMS IN BILL. 

Name. Appropria· 
tion. 

Marshall ...........•.••...•..•...... -............ ~· ~ 4, 236 20 

~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 5; ooo ~; ~~ ~ Chicago .. : ...•••.•.•.••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••.•.. $4,250,000 
Detroit... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 250, 000 CZT Decatur. . . . . . • . . . . . • • • • • • • . . . . • . . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 50, 000 
Eaton Rapids................................... 7, 500 · · · ·- · 2; i97 · 2:1 Carlinsville......... •• •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 30,000 ----------------.:......---...!.....-----!....--- Highland....................................... 25,000 

Popula
tion. 

2,447,043 
31,140 
3,616 
2,675 

... 
Page. 

2 
5 
7 

11 
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Illi11ois and North Caroli1«1 (1916 biZZ)-Continued. 

JLLINOI8-ll ITE ciS IN BILLr--C<IDti.nued. 

Name. Appropria
tion. 

Popula
tion. rPage. 

years' service to their credit, who in th~ faee of the Public 
Bull dings Commisshm's report introduce 11 Sllch bills? 

Eight hundred thousand dollars for an even dozen Florida 
crossroad villages, with a total 1910 population of 23,871, is 
their contribution to public-buildings legislation off-ered this ses
sion by the two distinguished Florida chairmen of the River and 

~~~~::: :::::::::: ::::::::-:::=:::::::: 
carbondale •.•••••••• -··--·--··~~----~·~ 
East Moline .. ·······-····-·········-·········-·· 
E:fllngham .• -· .••...•..•.•••••••..... --· ··-· ··-. 
Galva .•.. -·-···--····-····-·-··--·····--······-
Harvey-.-··---~-·-··-·~----~---

$30,000 

~~ 
-4.5:000 
45,000 
45,000 
55,000 
45,000 
.35,000 

u Harbor and Public Buildings Committees. This statement is 
:: not offered by way of individual criticism, but rather because 
l'i of the fa-ct that to such distinguished gentlemen are assigned 
18 tbe construction of two omnibus bills which enjoy the titles of 
~ "pork barrels." 
22 It is only fair to the eommittee to say that this Fl-orida list 
22 was cut down in the 1916 bill, although tlle four districts are 

Peru ...... ·-·········--······-·-······--········ 
Pittsfield ... - •.••...•••.••. -·~···-·. --·r_.,._._- ·-. 

NORTH CA.lU>LIN.A.-.10 ITEMS IN BILL. 

Rcckinghaan. ..•. -- •• -· ·- ..• ··-·-· ·-. ·-····· ---. 
Wadesboro ........ ·- ..••• - ••. ·-· .•.•. -·· •••.. ··-
Wilson ......... -- •.. ····-······-·-· .. ---··---·· 
Lenoir .........•.•.•..•• ·············-···-······ 
Edenton_ .. __ .··--·---·-··-·-- •••.•. --· •• ·····
LumberOOII .•••. ·- -···· •• ·-- ·--~·~ ••••••••••• ·-

~~~ ~8::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~:!~~:: ::~ ::::-::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Clinton .......•.....•.... _ .••... -- .. -·-· .••• -· .•. 
Dunn .....•..•. ----··-···~-·-·-········-··· 
Louisberg ....... ·············-······· ·-········. 
Marion ......... ·····-·--·········-··---·-··-· .. . 
Sanford .•........ ···········-·-···--···-······-· 
Williamston ..•..... _ •••• -·. u •• -·- •••• -·-. -· ••• 

15,000 
5,000 

75,000 
30,000 
:25,000 
ao,ooo 
.55,000 
30,000 
.35,000 

8,000 
5,000 
'7,000 
6,000 
6,000 
7,000 
5,000 

2155 
2;376 
6, 717 

~·:J 
2'230 
3:844 
1,071 
2,L12 
2,!i00 
1,101 
1,823 
1, 775 
1,519 
2 282 
1;574 

3 
3 
3 

12 
10 
:12 
l2 
13 . 
2l 
2!l 
26 
Zl 
29 
29 
3l 
33 

Number of items, 1916 •• - •• ----~-- .•.............• ··-······ ···-···- ••••••• 13 
Number olitems, 1913 ••••••.••.••••..•....••••.••• ·-··· ••• ····- ··-······- "21 
Number of districts .•.• ---· •••.................... ··- •. ··-··-·······..... 27 
Income taxp&id, 1915---····· ....................•.••.•.••••••• ---- ·-· •. $5, 65!, 15.1 

handsomely eared for compared with the allotments made to 
other States. Possibly this curtailment is due to the fa:ct that 

. in the last public-buildings bill Fl-orida secured 11 items, as has 
been hereinbefore set forth, or an a-verage of over four items 
in the last two bfils for every one of the four Florida districts. 
A comparison. between Flodda and 1\finnesota is of intere-st, 
particularly in view of the compa:rative contributions to the 
Federal Treasury made by each State. 

Ji'l.orida and Minne80ta, 7 items each {1916 bill). 

PLORTDA. 

Name. 

Kissim:ee •.. -. ·-~--· ·-.'" ••. ··-. ··--····- -··· ··
LskaCity ....•• -··-········-····-···-··---·---·
Clem: Wat~r ..•. -··---··- -·· ·- .. ------. --···--·. 
Arcadia ...•....•..••••••• --·--·-··-·····--··-- .. 
Monticello .• - ... ··- •• _·-····-·-··· ..• --~-- ..... . 

~~iahD."iit!~:::::::::::~::~::.:.:::::~.:.:::~: 

.A,pp;-opria
tioa, 

$35,000 
35,000 
40,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 

10,000 

Pom:da
tfon. 

2,157 
5,032 
1,171 
l, 73G 
1,829 
1,012 
1, 713 

Page. 

u 
11 
17 
25 
30 
30 
32 

North Oarolina. 
Number oii:teiiiS, 1916 •. ·--- •••••.. -···- ••..•.... -· •••• ·-·--····-·--·-·· 
Number ofitems, 1913 •. ·-·· -·-··-·~-· --· ..... -·-·-··-···············- .•• 
Number of districts .... --- .••.•... -----··-·-----···---·-······-··-·----
Income tax paid, 1915 •••• ·-···- •••• --·---··-·-·--·-··--·-·· •••.• _ -· •.• 

m :Numbei:ollticnls, 1916.-----·······-··--··········-----··-·-····----·~-~ 7 
1u Number ofitems,l913 •..•.. -·--·-·-----·····-··--····-··--·····-."·---·····- U 
10 Numbf'.r of districts ......••..•••.•.•.... ·-- .. -· ..•. -· •••. -- •. --· Ho ••• ~... 4 

S3Sl, w8 Income tax-paid, 1!}15 ...••••••••••••...•• _ .••... _ •••••• _ ••.• _. _.. • • • • • • . • • • $229, "509 

minois. North Caro
lina. Name. 

llll.c NEOOTA. 

J AlbertLea.. .•.•..•••.•. -·-··-·-··-··-····-···-·· 
15 

M.i.nn.eapolis .•• -· •.•••••••.•••.••••••••.•• _ .•..•• 

1 Duluth ....................•..•.•. --·········-·· 
Litchfield ...........••...... --·: ............... . 
:Northfield.. .......... _ .•• -- ..•. ·- ..•. -~ •..•. --·. 
Thief River Falls ......••..•. _ ...•.•.•. ···-·- ..• 
Wadena ............ ·-····-··············-······-

$50,000 
100,000 
309,000 
35,000 
Sl,OOO 
55,000 
35.,000 

P~-

6,192 
301.,.08 
78,466 
"2,333 
3,205 
3, 7l4 
1_,820 

Page. 

4 
7 

10 
20 
21 
24 
2;J The foregoing comparison soows where and how the money 

goes. North Carolina, with slightly more than · one-third .of the 
districts contained in Illinois and with about 7 per cent propor
tionate contribution to the Federal Tren nry, gets 16 public 
buildings for its 10 districts, compared witll 13 for Illinois' 27 
districts, and of those in North Carolina. 15 are under 4,000 
population and 6 under 2,000. North Carolimt p-rovides the 
•• ways " for profligate waste and lllinois the ' means," while 
North Carolina controls both. 

Nlllllber of items, 1"916 .•...•.•.••••..•.••..••••..•.• ·- .....•.••.••. __ . _.. 7 

From the Journal of the American In titute of Architects, a 
New York paper, I find a list of several Florida public-buildings · 
bills which are reported to have been introduced during the 
present -session : 

Villages. 

i~;~iia ~::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Fort Meade, Fla_ •.. ·-- -·-····---····-·- ·- ·--·---···. ·- ..•• 
Broo!rsville, Fla •••.•••• ·-·····-········-··-····-·--······· 
Bradentown, Fla_ ..... -~--··· ·-· _ .•. --·· •••• ····-···. ·- •.. 

~~C:ft~~(;icii; FI3. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

':~ ~ir.~~::: :::: ~:: :::~: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Monticello, Fla . --------

Popu1a
ti.on. 

2,212 
2,481 
2,463 
1,165 

979 
1,886 
1, 7-36 
1., 74.3 
.1,338 
5,032 

~1 012 
~82il 

Appropria
tion. · 

1$75,000 
1100,000 
1 100,000 
1100,000 
1 100,000 
1100,000 
1 100,000 
156,000 
156,000 
"260,000 
25,000 
25,000 

.Number of items, 1913_ --- •• •••••••.•••••••.••• ··-- -·-· •• . • . . •.• ••• • .•• . .• 6 
Num.beruf -districts ........ ·-- •........• ·-··- ... ·-· .. - ....... ·-- ....... __ 10 
ln.come tax: paid, 1915 ..... _ ---·- ..... -- ......... ---.--. ·- .......••. __ . ·- · S2,033, 523 

Florida. I M.inn.esota., 

5 
6 
G 
1 

l 
2 
4 
"3 

Again the comparison is startling between States apportioned 
the same number of building items. It takes 18 items in the last 
two bills to appease Florida's 4 districts, wberea 13 items 
are apportioned to the ~0 1\-Iinnesot.a <listricts. Minnesota fur
nishes over $8 for every $1 contributed by Flori<la, and 5 of 
the Florida items are in villages of less than 2,000 inhabitants. 
Recent history does not record any protest from Florida against 
the public buildings or river and harbor bills. The reason is not 
hard to find. 

Ohio aud Tc:ras (1916 biU). 
OHI0-14 IT'Illlll-3. 

Appropria.- Po pula- Page. tion. tion. Name. 

1 Representative &>unu.N. 2 Representative CLA.:&K. 3 Site~ .Steubenville.~- •. ·-· ...•.••..... ····--------· .. 1125,000 22,391 3 

Florida's demands upon· her Representatives, according to the ~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::~ 
Public Buildings Commission's report, had all been exhausted Niles .. ----·········-······--·········-·········
down to crossroads and vilbl.ges, so that the foregoing is ex- Urbana .• ---··········----·-·-···-····-·····-···· 
pla.ined on the general suppositi~n tha.t these vill:ag-es-ru.-e next ~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::: 
in order. We will have a continuing lower average population Mount Vemon-····-···--·········-··-···-·-···· 
in this process of caring for Florida first, second, and last. , ~~tte:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

50,000 

~~ggg 
so' ooo 
&;ooo 
35 000 
1o;ooo 
&,000 
70,000 
40,000 

240,000 

14,858 
4,007 
8,361 
1, 739 
6, 744 
3,187 
9,087 
7,&58 
5,5G1 
3,007 

~521 
7,500 7.537 

16,000 ,214 

Possibly some excuse could be offered for the i.ndi..s.cretion of Port Clinton.··-···-······---······-···-·-·-···
a new Member who several years ago introduced two bills for ' Columbua .....• :---·-···--··-······-··-·······--
cities larger than 11 af the foregoing 12 projects_, but wbat shall, ·East Palestine •• -·-·····-·-·-·····-··-··-······· 
be said of two distinguished M-embers, with a total -of over 30 'Gallon .•.•...• ·-·····-·······-····-··----······. . . 

5 
13 
13 

fs · 
1.8 

. 21 
22 
22 
22 
26 
Z1 
Z1 
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Ohio and Texr:s (1916 bill)-Continued. Georgia and Iowa., Maitu~ and Neto Hampshire (1916 bill)-Continued. 

IOWA-13 ITEMS, .... • 
TEXAS-16 ITEMS. 

Name. Popula
tion. 

Page. \, 
Name. Appropria-1 Popula· I Page. 

tion. t10n. 

Coleman ....................................... . 
Crockett ... .................................... . 
Georgetown.: .................................. . 
Paris .......................................... .. 
Eeguin ......................................... . 
Sweetwater .................................... . 
Fort Worth .................................... . 

~r~~l-1~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mexja_ ... .. .................................... . 
Plainvjew .. . ................................... . 
Alvin . ........ ................................. . 
Henderl?on ..................................... . 
L<lckhart ....................................... . 

~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Do .. ....................................... . 

1 Not in census. 

~0,000 
2.5,000 
30,000 

170,000 
30,000 
35,000 

500,000 
4~000 
35,000 
35,000 
45,000 
6,000 
5,000 
6,000 
6 000 

wo;ooo 
1, 250,000 

3 046 
3:947 
3,096 

11,269 
3,116 
4,176 

73,312 
(1) 
2, 749 
2,694 
2,829 
1,452 

(1) 
2,945 

(1) 
92,104 

Shenandoah .................................... . 
10 Sioux City ..................................... . 
10 Fairfield ...................................... .. 
11 Mart'ngo ....................................... . 
14 Newton ........................................ . 
14 Oelwien ..................... .... .............. .. 
15 Algona ................................. ....... . . 
18 Eagle Grove .................................... . 
20 Harlan ...................•...................... 
20 Knoxville ...................................... . 
20 Indianola ..................................... .. 
22 Mt. l'leasant ................................... . 
2.5 
28 
29 MAINE-4 ITEMS. 

31 
!~ Bath .................................. : ........ . 

Houlton ........................................ . 

:~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

$14,000 
335.000 
50,000 
30,000 
55,000 
40,000 
45,000 
35,000 
35,000 
40,000 
5,000 
7,500 

$10,000 
50,000 
45,000 
50,000 

Ollio. NEW IIAMPSHIRE-2 ITEMS. 

~~~~~ ~ ; ~~:~: ~3~~:::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: :·. :::::: ·.::::::: ~~ 
Numler o f districts ... : ........................................ ,......... 21 
I:r:comc tax paid, 1915 ................................................... 14,027,459 ~~;~~~!~.-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::I s~: ~ I 

Tuas. 

4,976 
47,828 
4,970 
1, 786 
4,616 
6,528 
2,908 
3,387 
2,570 
3,190 
3,283 
3,874 

9,376 
5,845 
3,210 
9,049 

70,0631 7,529 

8 
8 

10 
12 
13 
13 
16 
17 
19 
20 
28 
30 

2 
5 

18 
23 

7 
17 

Geo,·gfa. 

E~E~ ~: i~~A~~~-:::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: ~::::::::::: ::::::::: H Kumber of items, 1916................................................... 16 
Number olitems, 1913................................................... 28 
Numter oldistricts............. .................. ....................... 18 
!n<·ome tax paid, 1915 .....•..........................•.......•.•.......• $1,048, 'Zl7 Income ta.'t paid, 1915 .... .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • t440, 60J 

Three States. 
Ohio. Texas. ~~:~~m=: ~~~~ :::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::. ~~ 

Number of districts .. . .. .. . .. . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. . 17 

Villages under 2,000. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
Income tax (also includes Vermont in district) ........ ........ ........•.. $1,859, OJI 

Villnges ui!der 3,000... ............ ....................... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
Villages ur.der4,000... ..................................... 3 12 
l J{Ju, t.' er 5,000.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3 

Texas secured 44 items in the last two bills for its 18 dis- ~ill~:::~:~:;~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
trict., while Ohio was parceled out 33 for its 21 districts. Texas Villages under 4,ooo ..................................... .. 
pays slightly over 25 per cent of the amount paid by Ohio into Cities over s,ooo .. ........ ............................... .. 

Georgia. 

7 
14 
19 

None. 

Threa 
StateJ. 

2 
4 
9 
7 

the pork-barrel fund. Twelve towns in Texas out of 16 are 
under 4,000 inhabitants, compared '-vith 3 in Ohio. 

1\lr. JA~lES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
'The SPEAKER. Doe the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. li'REAR. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman from 

l\1ichi~1m. 

Every item in Georgia is for towns u.nuer 4,000 inhabitants, 
and Georgia gets 19 items for its 12 districts compared to the 
same number of items distributed over three Northern States 
that contributed four times as much to the Federal Treasury. 

1\Ir. JAMES. Does climate have anything to do with the 
soutlwrn appetite for "pork"? 

Wisconsin a11a Tennessee (1916 bill). 

WISCOXSIN-10 ITE~IS. 

Mr. FREAR. I do not know whether it has in tlmt particu-
lar. I think it is the same condition of climate that affects the 
Brazos and Trinity, and some of the other streams which have 
acquil·e<l quite a reputation for cooling currency down in that 

Name. 

part of the country. w. s. Milwaukee ............................. .. 
1\.Ir. LONGWOHTH. Will the gentleman permit me to cor- Appleton.· ................................... .. 

rect him? Kenosha ...... : .............. ...... ..... . ...... . 

l\1r. FHEAU. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. i:!.~~~g~~::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1\lr. LONGWOR'.rH. 'rhe gentleman stated that Ohio had 21 Porta~ ........................................ . 

d' t . t 't h 2? Reeds urg ..................................... . 
IS riC S; I as -· Sturgeon Bay ........................... : ...... . 
Mr. FHEAR. I thank him for the correction. That simply 1 Menasha ...................................... .. 

affects thE> proportion, which becomes greater. Two Rivers .......... .. ........................ . 

A.ppropria-
-tion. 

HOO,OOO 
50,000 
75,000 
70,000 
35,000 
57,000 
40,000 
40,000 
10,000 
10,000 

Georgia and Iou;a, Maine a1Hl New Hampshire (1916 bill). 
OEORGIA-l!l ITEMS. 

TENNESSEE-9 ITEMS. 

Kame. 

Monroe ........................................ . 
Rossville ....................................... . 
EandersYille .................................... . 
Waynestoro .................................. .. 
Ashburn ....................................... . 

~f~:ry:::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Cairo ........................................... . 
Commerce ..................................... . 

Appropri
ation. 

~30,000 
25,000 
30,000 
25,000 

Popula
tion. 

3,020 
1,059 
2,641 
2, 729 
2,214 

Name. 
Page. 

12 ~:!s~~:::: :: :·: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
14 Browns\·ille .................. ~ ................ .. 
14 Dickson ....................................... .. 
15 La. Follette .................................... . 
25, Lenoir ........................................ .. 

~ :tc'Uf~~~i&:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
26 Rockwood ..................................... . 
26 

Wiscons(n. 

l25,000 
25,000 
5,000 
5,000 
6,000-
6,000 
5,000 
5,000 
6,000 

Po_pula-
t10n. 

373,857 
16,773 
21,311 
6,521 
2,352 
5,440 
2,615 
4,262 
6,081 
4,850 

Popula
tiOn. 

1,112 
1,242 
2,882 
1,850 
2,816 
3,392 
1,830 
2,299 
3,660 

Page. 

Page. 

3 
, 4 

6 
18 
20 
22 
Z3 
23 
29 
32 

11 
14 
26 
27 
28 
28 
28 
29 
31 

~~~j~~~~n::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Cuthtert ................ ....................... . 
Decatur ........................................ . 
Fast Point ............. ....................... .. 

5,000 
5,000 
6,000 
6,000 
5,000 
5,000 
5,000 
6,000 
8,000 
'8,000 
8,000 
8,000 
5,000 
6,000 
5,000 

831 
1,838 
1,505 
2,238 
2,697 
1,645 
3,210 
2,466 
3,682 
2,697 
3,420 
1, 725 
1,645 
2,443 

26 
32 
26 
26 
27 
'Zl 
27 
28 
32 
33 

fl~EE~ ~fl~l~~l~.1~_: ~::: :::::::::::: :~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: if -
. ~':!1:;~~1;flie'.'.' .': ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Jarh--on ........................................ . 
Tclharu .................................. : . .. . . . 
'Yindcr ........................................ . 

Income tax, 1916 ..........................................•.....•......... $875, 352 
Tem1e~see. 

Number of items, 1916..................................................... 9 
Number of items, 1913..................................................... 13 
Number of districts....................................................... 10 
Income tax, 1916 .......................................................... $410,20) 
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Wisoonsin and qlcnnessce (1916 bill)-Continued. 

Wisconsin. Tennessee. 

The foregoing comparisons have been made to show first that, 
as stated, .crossroads throughout the South are paired off with 
larger cities in the North. For illustration, Missouri has 16 out 
of ·21 items in towns under 4,000, and l3 items in towns under 
3,000. While New York has six and four. respectively. New 
York contributes $16 to the Federal Treasury for every dollar 
paid in by Missouri, but in the ra-ce for IJr01ligate public-buildings 
waste Missouri equals its record on w-aterway appropriations. 

The significant :part of this comparison bears un the fact that 
all the Tennessee items are in towns under 4,000 people and 7 
out of 9 in towns under 3,000 peopl~. None reach 5;000. 

Further comparisons can be made io sh'ow the sectional char
acter of the bill, but it is submitted that it is immaterial where 
the waste occurs, whether ~orth or South it should be subject 
to the same ·criticism. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. 1\L.Urn. 1\tr. Slleake1~, 1 ask unanimous consent that the 

gentleman 1nay proceed for 15 minntes. 

The foregoing allotment to States is also presented to indicate 
the symmetry of the omnibus buildings bill. One of the 
mo t significant facts disclosed ·by the tatement -relates to the 
general character of towns, crossroads. and flag stations that 
are included in the list. Althaugh difficult to rompile in the 
limited time afforded "for investigation, I have presented a few 
comparisons of appropriations given to Northern .and Southern 
States. In the first comparison it may be noted that nine-tenths 
of the Alabama .and three-fourths of the Michigan items would 
be barred under the requirement urged by Postmaster General 
Burleson that only cities of 5,000 inhabitants or over be con
sidered, and then only where the post-office receipts exceeded 
$15,000 annually .and ann.ual rental charge reaches over $1,000. 
Such a limit would prevent the passage of nny omnibus public
buildings bill, because practically all the projects in Alabama 
and most of those in Michigan could not qualify. In this single 
illush·ation .appears the fundamental weakness of providing 
public bur1dings 'by political-pull methods. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois ll.Sks unani
mous cou.sent th'at the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. F'RE.KR] 
may be permitted to proceed for ·15 minutes. Is there objection2 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

~Ir. Fll.EA.R. !Remember, gentlemen, that this is fhe 1.916 
bill that I am discussing, the bill that is before the House at the 
pre::;;t-<nt time, and wbich Secretary McAdoe -says O'ught to be 
defeated. 

Continuing. we find-
New York .and Missouri, £1 items each (1916 lHU). 

NEW YORK. 

Name. priatian. tion. Page. 

A casual examination shows how the .same principle has been 
3 invoked to provide many southern crossroad towns in other 
: States with Government monuments in order to secure build
s ings to meet Government needs in northern cities. The com-
9 parlson speaks for itself. 1ncome-ta.x comparisons are those 
9 collected only from individuals. T-he .total income-tax payments 

Appm-, PopnJ&. 

-------------------------------1------- -~----
I onN Island City ..•••••••••••••.•..••..•••••••• · 
Yon~<-ers .. .. _. ___ ........................... -.-. 
AThJ.n:t. _ .• ........................ -·-·········· ·· 
Platts: urg.,,. ,•••••~•nHo~•••••••••••••••""" 
Bath. · ·-··-···--·· ············-··········-··· ... 
llinghamton ..• _ -~ ·· ..•••..••...•••.••.•...••.••.•• 
New York Bronx .. ········-·-········-····;·-·-
Lyons ........ --···-·······-· .. ······-··········· 

yack .....•.. --·-············-······ .. ••••• ... . 
One1<kl .. _ ...................................... . 
C:majoharie ....... _ ·-- ·-·----. ~-~-~--
Dansville .. ········-···························· 
Ilii)D .. ·.·- .- .• ·······················-·-·-· .. ·-
Liberty ..... _ .................................. . 
Mecbanic:;•iilo ...•. - ...••••••••••• - ..... -~ .... .. 
' cwhurgb. _. ---·············-··········- .. ····

Ticondetoga ....•..... ·-. ··- .•••.••..••........ -. 
.All:"ion. ···············-··················· .. ·•·· Lown.tlo _ ·- •••••••••• -· .•••••••••••••••••••••.•. 
Potsdam .... __ ..•.•..••••..••• _ ...• _ ...••.. _ .... 
WelisVll.le. _ .... ·-· •.• --· ••••••• _ ---- .. · ·- -·.- ..• 

MISSOURI. 

ColumMa ... ___ .......... ·-· •.••••• - ........... -
Jefferson City._ .. - .. ············- ............. .. 
Aurora._ ........... _ ........................... . 
Mountain Gro>o ........ -...................... . 
Trenton . . ... _ ..... ······-··········· ......... -·-
Union•ille. _ ·----···-·· ························· 
\\-est Plains ...... --·····-·····-········ ........ . 
Eo\\" lin~ 0 reen ...• .•••••..••••••••..•....•.•... . 
Richmond. _ ..... .•••••••••••••••...•.•••... -.. . 
Ecdalia ... . ... __ .. ·-·· ......................... .. 
Cun:eron . . ___ . _ ............................... _ . 
Charleston .. _ .................................. . 
Eldorado Springs .............................. . 
KmsasCity ........................ - ......... --· 
Milan .............................. - ........... . 

1eosho ............ ............................. . 
}Jaris . •• - •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

~~~nmr: :: = = = = = = = = = = =: = =:: =: =:: : : : =: : : : : : : : : : 
8alis1 •ury. _ ................................... .. 
Windsor .• ··············-······················-

$100,000 (1) 
51, 500 79, 803 
10, 000 100, 252 
50,000 11, 138 
50, 000 3, 884 

500, 000 48, 443 
850,000 4:tl, 980 
40,000 4, 460 
50, 000 4, 619 
55, 000 8, 317 
60,000 ..2,.273 
60, 000 3, 938 
65, 000 6, 588 
~.ooo 2,012 
55,.000 ' 6, 634 

140,000 27, S05 
35,000 2, 475 
10, 000 5, 016 
10, 000 ·2, 940 
9,000 4,036 

12, 500 4, 382 

$12,000 
50 000 
65:000 
40,000 
65,000 
30,000 
40,000 
80,000 
40,000 

210,000 
5,000 
5,000 
4,000 

1,000,000 
5,000 
5,000 , 
5,000 
5,000 
4,000 
5,000 
4,000 

9,662 
11,850 
3,661 
1,722 
5,656 
2,000 
2)914 
1,585 
3,644 

17,822 
2,980 
2,500 
·2,503 

248J 381 
1,800 
3,661 
1,425 
1, 708 
2, 755 
2,000 
2, 2.fi 

1~ are not at hand, but it is believed they will preserve the same 
13 relative difference in amounts. 
~~ It has been repeatedly suggested that Representatives owe 
11 to their constituencies all they can get for their districts and 
19 that their efficiency is so measured. It is further urged that 
~ districts generally will reward or punish Representatives ac-
21 cording to the proportion of 'Plums ·secured for tbeir respective 
24 districts. 
25 
29 
3.1 
32 

Every Member desires to perform his full duty by and for his 
dish·ict, but the oath of office contemplates public service not 
circumscribed by congressional district 'boundaries, nor does it 
follow that pork-getting procliv-ities determine public usefulness, 
popularity, nor estimate of ability held by the average district. 

The· River and Harbor Committee of 21 members may prop-
5 erly be held to include those who in past years have abundantly 
5 cared for their constituencies, yet nearly one-third of that com-
9 mittee, including several of its oldest members, are to be retired 
~~ by the primaries or election of 1916, indicating that widespread 
15 popularity does not necessarily follow the ability to get some
~~ thing for one's dish·ict whatever reason determined results. 
23 DISTRICTS PREFEU PUBLIC ECONOMY TO LOCAL PORK. 

23 Measured by such token, I would be relegated to private life, 
~ because, with 125 miles of the ·greatest inland rivers in tl1e 
27 country bordering on my ·district, I have repeatedly opposed 
28 waterway and other forms of public waste. Possib1y this ac
~ counts for a statement published during t'he campaign in one 
30 of the leading Democratic papers of my State, that-
30 The Democratic national committee -considers Representative FRE~R's 31 district vulnerable, and is preparing to send a halt dozen prominen 
31 speakers into the district to help the Democratic candidate. • • • 33 In no other Wi-sconsin Republkan congressional district is the Demo

------------=~-:----'------'-----.:...--- cratic committee thus concentratmg its orators. 
1
N ot in census. 1\Ioney and speakers wet!e generously shoved into the district 
Noo; ¥ark. by the committee during ·the recent campaign, in a vigorous 

Number ofitoms, 1916 ........................................ -~----- .21 
Number of items, 1913 ... -........ ·---.- .. .... -··-·······---------- 15 
Number of districts .... . .. - .. ----.- .... -..... . . - ....... ---···----------- 43 

effort to carry it. Plum getting, however, is not a necessary 
asset in the tenth Wisconsin dish·ict, which gave about 14,000 
majority, or more than double its nsual vote in indorsement of 
its Representative's course, and several thousand more than 
was given to the head of the ticket. Vtllnerability does not 
ordinarily come through efforts to stop extravagance and waste 
otherwise the Democratic national committee would have had 
something to show for its money and "orators" in this \Vis 
consin district. What is true of that district is true of the 
great majority of districts throughout the cCTU.rrtry where con 
stituencies do not ask Representatives to S1U:wort oishonest 'bills 

Total income tax paid, 1915 ............... .. . .. ........ ~ .. ···-····-·-··- $45,230,685 
MissoiWi. 

Numberof items,l916 ........................................ , ........ . 
Number of item<~. 1913 ..... --·-·- ...................................... . 
Number of districts .. _ ... _._. ____ .......... _ .•.. ····- .................. . 
Total income t:u paid,U915 ........ _ ................................... . 

Now York. 

None. 
4 
6 

10 

21 
15 
16 

2, 789,965 

Missouri. 

5 as a price for local appropriations. 
~ Apologists for omnibus bills urge that the -c-onsh·uction of · 
5 public buildings by the Government is ordinarily .a .matter of 

business economy. 
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The 1913 public-buildings scandal was put through the House 

with only 20 minUtes allowed for discussion of its fom· hundred 
and odd projects. Blindfolded. bound, and gagged, as has been 
stated. On February 17, 1913, the chairman of the Public Build
ings Committee, 1\fr. CLARK, said : 

BllNSIILISS RlCTR.K~CHMIINT! 

As a. Democrat, I believe ln. li'etrenchment In Government expendl-. 
tures, but I believe in some common-sense retrenchment and not in the 
s nseless ~etrenehment demanded by the yellow j~urnals o-r the land 
and the alleged eeonomi.sts in this Douse.. • • .. 

I want to. live: to. see the day when the Government of the United 
States will not have a single officer or emP.lo:Jee in rented quarters. 
• • • From a business s.ta.ndpotn.t I am convinced it will be 1n
fini.tely cheaper for the Government to own all of the property necessary 
for the bansacticm of its business than it wlll be to pay rent." 

On page 8 of the report of the Public Buildings Committee, 
signed by Chairman CLARK shortly afterwards, apl)e!U's this 
statement: 

It is recommended that the- Present law that no building shall be 
authorized wh.en the post-office receipts are less than $1.0,000 per year 
be continued. In the consideration ot each projeet a comparison of 
rental value for suitable quarters, together with the cost of maintenance 
and operation, including interest a.t 3 per cent on the in"Vl!stment for 
the building proposed, shall be made in o.rde~ that it may be deter~ 
mined whether its e.rectlon would be a desirable or proper investment. 

Again the report, signed by Chairman CLARK, says (p. 8) : 
A general examination o.f sites- a.nd buildings authorized but not con

summated has been made, and the commission is satisfied that some 
appropriations and authorizations have been made which are not justi
fied. Other authorizations are too large. These authoriza.tlon~t were, it 
is believed, the result of the ~resent unsatisfactot•y system of providing 
for and constructing public buildings. 

NO LIMIT TO POST-OFFICE RECEIPTS REQ-UlRBD. 

I have quoted the commission's report to show that in the 
fir t public-buildings bill offered after the report \\'US made the 
joke limit law on annual receipts is repeatedly violated, and iu 
the estimates of proposed expense to be incurred the Treasury 
Department shows that over 80 per cent of the items in the bill, 
apart from a few improvements on existing buildings-, are ex-
traYagant and wasteful . . The::;e figures conclusively show that 
it is not " infinitely cheaper for the Government to own all its 
property for the transaction of its business,"but that it is grossly 
more extravagant and wasteful to establish ~vernment build
in~ in country crossroads. If 2 and 2 make 4, then_ the TreaSury 
Department makes an unanswerable argument against CI-mir
man Ct.ARK1S 1913 effusion. 

If the present system of providing for ::tnd constructing public 
buildings is unsatisfactm·y, as declared by Cbairman GL.ABX in 
his Public Buil-dings Commission's report just quoted, then why 
not ehange the scandalous system instead of seeking to put 
through another notorious bill, worse· in character, it that be 
possible, than any of its predecess(}TS-a bm that reeks with 
' profligate waste wrung from the people by oppressive tax
ation." 

That is not a yellow-jonrnal statement, but is conclusively 
prm-en by the report of the Treasury Department, the minority 
report Oof Gen. Burleson, und, in fact, by the Pn.bUe Bu.Ild~ 
ing"t Commission's report signed by Chairman CLA,RX, beeause 
the Treasury Department has nnalyZ'ed the present and pro
posed cost on the basis urged by the Clark report, as I desire to 
show. 

Herewith I present a significant analysis of po-rtions of the 
public-buildings bill fnrnished by the Treasury Department, 
wherein is disclosed tl'le' large- waste that will resnlt to the 
Government by co-nstructing buildings in hundreds of littl-e towns 
all over the country. An annual average charge upon the 
Federal Treasury of between $3,00<J and $"4,000, will t>e incurred, 
wherea.S tbe eost to the Government under present conditions~ 
a.ecording to· the report, averages less tban 25 per cent of. the
profligate waste that will be assumed und-er this bill. It should 
also be borne in mind that this list only a:fl'ects a portion of the 
wastefo:J.i projects eontained in the 1916' bill; 
ANALYSES. OF SECTIONS 3~ 4, AXD 5 OF PUBLIC..BUILDINGS BlLL (1916) OF 

PLACES WHEltE" POSTAL RKCEIPTS ARE LESS THAN $15,000. 

NOTE.,--Explanation of analyses of sections 3, 4, and 5 of p,ublic
builllings bill of pfaees where postal receipt a:re less than $1.5,000. 

"Place,.,. lndlcatea location -o! proposed building. 
"Estimate" is the amount that the department estimated wo-uld be 

the cost of the pro,iect at the place named. 
''Bill,. fs the amount provided in the omnibus bill for the place 

indicated. 
"Interest" is the estimated interest on the amount named 1n said 

omnibus bill, with furnishing added. 
"Depreciation" is the estimHited an,nu-mi depreciation on this same 

amount less amount paid for site. 
"Janitor" and "Supplies., are, respectively, estimated a.nnuar cost 

for janitor s.ervice and supplies in each instance. 
• " Totnl ,. is the sum af the tour pl'evions colmnns,. nam-ely, " Inter

est," "Depreciation," " Janitor/' and "Supplies." 

BUILDING:S ()]( SITES Ow-xED OR AUTHORIZED (3). 

Place. 

Albertville, Ala • _ •• __ 
Attalla, Ala. • ____ -- • -
Ba:r:bom:ville~ Ky ..•.• 
Brinkley.l AriL ••• _. __ 
Boyne. City ~Mich. .• - -
Carlinville, w __ . _ ·- .. 
CentraiCirl, KY-·---Coleman, 'lex ______ .• 
Conway, Ark __ ._-·--

Esti· 
mate. 

Cr:ooket!r Tex ___ • _ ·-. 
Dillon, l:l. C _____ , ___ . 30,000 
Edenton, N. C_ -----· 35,00 Eldorado, Ark ___ ..• __ • _____ .. 
E.minenee, Ky __ ----. 31>, 000 
Falmouth, Ky ____ . _. 25, 
Forest City, Ark---·· 55,000 
Georgetown, Tex- .. - 45,000 
Green River1 Wyo_. _ 25, 
Greenville, Ala_______ 35,000 
Highland~ m ___ .. _ _ _ _ ao, 
Holton, 1\ .. ans:. _. _ _ _ _ _ 35, 
Huntingdon,. Tenn. __ -·---· _ · 
Huntsville, Tex .. _ _ _ _ 55, 000 
Kissim:~ee,}'la. ___ . __ . ___ . _ . _ 
Lake City, ~1a __ . ___ . 00,000 
Lenoir, N.c ______ ··-- 55,000 
Linton,. Ind .. --. ___ ._ 45,000 
L~ber~n1 N.C ___ ._ 45,000 
Madisonville, Ky _ _ _ _ _ 50, 000 
Manchester, Conn _ •. _ 45-, 0 
Marengo, Iowa_ . __ . _ _ 30, 000 
Monroe,Ga_____ _ _____ 45, 
MomrtAiry, N.C.--·. 55, 
Morgan City, La __ .. __ 30, 
Mountain Grove, Mo _ 45,000 
Mount Olive, N.C. _. _ 35, 000 
Mount\-ernon,Intl... 55, 
Murray,Ky. _____ .• _. ---·---·-
Napoleon, Ohio __ •. __ 50,000 
Nephi, "Ctah _____ . _ _ _ _ 30, 
Newark, Del_·-·----· 30,000 
Newcastle, Wyo .. __ ._ 25,000 
New Martins\"'ille, W. 
. Va.________________ 50 
Pikeville., Ky __ ,-- .. -- 25:000 
Provincetown, Mass._ 55,000 
Rogersville, Tenn ______ . ---. _. 
Rossville, Ga. _ .. -.--. 30, 000 
Sanders-ville, Ga __ . _- _ 5S, 000 
Seguin, Tex __ -· _____ - 45, .000 
Spring Valley. liL. -- 35, 000 
St.Jol'lns, Ore~ .. -------·-··-·-
Strrrttgart, Ark __ ---_ 50,000 
Syl:acanga, AliL . . _... 2~ 000 
Union Springs, Ala___ 4"5, 000 
Union viH.e, lllo- ___ - _ _ 35, 000 
Vermilion, S . .Dak___ •5, 
West Plains, Mo _ •. _ . 35, 000. 
WestPoint, Va __ ,___ 25,000 
Waynesboro; Ga_-. -- 31},000 

.z,om) 

Bill. Inter- "'DeP£e.- Jani- Sup-
est. ciation. tor. plies. Total. 

$3,480.1}) 
3, 74:!.50 
3,480.0.) 
3, 480. 0) 
3,832.50 
3,892.50 
3,817.50 
3,502.50 
4,m.50 
3,510. 00 
3,555.00 
4,616. 25 
3,480.0J 
4,323. OJ 
3, 742.50 
3; 480. OJ 
3, 742.50 
3, 5Io. ro 
3, 742.50 
3, 450.00 
3,990.00 
3,405.00 
3, 742.50 

. 4,00.').00 
4,035.00 
3, 727.50 
4,095. 00 
3,R92. 50 
4, 717. ::.o 
4, 77i. EO 
3, 697. ro 
3, 742.::0 
5,355.00 
4,597.50 
4, 642-50 
3, 742.50 
4,642.50 
3,48U.OO 
4,080.0() 
3,4 0.00 
3, 712.50 
3,480.00 

4, i92.li0 
3, 355.00 
3,832.50 
3, 420- OJ 
3,4RO.OO 
3, i-12. 50 
3, 592.50 
3, 892.50 
3,480.00 
3, 742.50-
3, 742.50 
3,4.65.00 
3, 817.50 
4, 080.00 
4,-567.50 
3-,300.00 
3, 452.00 

228,241.25 

SITES. AKD BUILDINGS. 

Athens, Ala--.-.·---. $.)(), 
Bowling Gree.u, Mo -- .. _- .. - .. 
Clare, llich ____ . __ . --.- 45, 
Clearwater, FJa __ . _ -- 40, 
Columbus, KanS- ---- ----·----
Council Grove-, Kam~_ 52, ,· 
Cnrning', low& ____ .. _ _ 00, 
!?Uquesne, Pa_ _ _ _ _ __ _ 00, 
Eagle Grove-, Iowa_ _ _ 55, 000 
East lloline, m ____ . _ · 6&, 

Eato~. j,!?~()-- ----- -- &t, 
Effin ,llL----·- 00, 
Farmi.ngton, Mass._._ 56, 
Harlan_, Iowa •. ···--- · 52, 
Ha~ra, Ky.,________ 30, 
HoodRi'Ver, Oreg.·- 65, 
Houma, La_ .... ----- 00;000 
Keyser-, W. Va,_,____ 50,000 
Kingsville, Tex- - -.-- 55, 
Knoxville, low:J- • - . . 55, 
Ladysmith, Wis. - -_ _ 52, tlOO 
Lewisburg, w_ va___ 82, 
Litchfi.eld, lfinn __ ·- _ ro, 
Lulkin,Tex.----·--- 55,000 
Mansfield, La_._._ •• _ 40,000 
Middletown, Pa .• __ •. 00,000 
Mexia, Tex __ •• ____ •• 5.1, 000 
MOl'ganton, N. C .. ___ 61, 000 
Nanticoke, Pa_ • _... . 60,0 
Norton, Kans •• __ .. __ 40-, 
Pittsfield, m. ___ .. _ _ _ 40) ooo 
Plaquemine, La •• __ ._ 33',000 
Po.rtCfinton, Ohio •. __ 51, 
Pl'lnc&ton, W.Va •• __ 55, 
Reedsburg, W"ts. __ ~ _ _ 55, 000 
Richmond, Mo ___ •• _. 55, 
Sanford, Ale._. ___ ••• _ 6tUJOO 

$3, i42. 50 
3, 74:2.50 
3, 742.50 
4,005.00 
4,630. 00 
3, 742.50 
3, 742.50 
5,917.50 
3, 742.50 
4, 455.00 
3, 742.50 
4,455.00 
4,4.55. 00 
3,697. 50 
3,937.50 " 
5,242. 50 
4., 717.50 
4,980.00 
4,305. 00 
4,30J.po 
3, 697.50 
6,46-5.00 
3, 742.50 
3,630.00 
3, 742.50 
5,092. 50 
3, 720.00 
3,720. 00 
4.,717.50 
3, 742-50 
3, 742.50 
3, 7.42. 50 
3,982.50 

900 4, 455.00 
coo 3' 892. 50 
900 3, 892. 50 
900 4, 695. 00 
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SITES AND BUILDINGS-COntinued. 

Esti-1 . Into<- Dep~ JW-~ Sup- Total. 
Placa . ~ate. ~~ "'· cJat;on. ""· pi..,_ I----

Rturgcon Bay, Wts... W,OOOI 40,000 1,200.00 855.00 960 900 4,003.00 
Super ior, Nebr....... 40,000 35,000 1, 140.00 742. 50 960 900 3, 742.50 
T~condcrog~, N. Y. . . . . . . . . . . . 35,000 1, 140. 00 742. 50 960 900 3, 742. 50 
\\adena, ~[mn....... 35,000 3.5, 000 1, 140. 00 742. 50 960 900 3, 742. 50 

I I 
1, 962, 500,1, 747,000,56,100.00 33,145.00 43,260 36,900 171,405.00 

AlhemarlehN. C...... $10,000 
Alma, llic .2 ......... 

Al\'in, Tex........... 5,000 
Anadark~ Okla...... 5,000 
Arcadia, .rla......... 5,000 
.'\.shburn, Ga.l........ 5,000 
Hamberg;. S. c.z .. ... . 
naxley, ua.2 ........ . 
Beckley, W. Va.2 .... . 
Berkley Springs, W. 

Va........ ......... 5,000 
Rlakely,na.......... 3,000 
Blytheville, Ar::t...... 10,000 
Hroken_B~'!t ~ebr... 10,000 
Brookville, .t'a ...... . 
BrownsVIlle, Tenn... 5,000 
C'airo, Ga............. 5,000 
Cameron.z. Mo......... 5,000 
Canton. ::;. Dak...... 5,000 
Charleston, Mo.~ .............. . 
t 'linton, N. C.t. ... . .. 3,000 
Columbia, Miss.t..... 6, 000 
Commerce, Ga....... 5,000 
Conway, S. C,. . . . . . . . 5, 000 
Covington, Ga....... 5,000 
C'uth bert

1 
Ga.1 . . . . . . . 5, 000 

David City, Nebr. • . . 5, 000 
Decatur, Ga.......... 8, 000 
Dickson, Tenn....... 5,000 
Duncan, Okla.2 .............. . 
Dunn, N.C.......... 8,000 
Easley, S. c.2 ............... .. 
East Palestine, 

Ohio............... 10,000 
East Point, Ga....... 10,000 
Eaton Rapids, Mich.~ 

SITES, 

S6,000S1,620.00$1, 0SO.OOI$1,200 $900 $-i,R60.00 
5,000 .......... . 
6,000 1,320.00 855.00 960 900 4,035.00 
7,000 1,500.00 967.50 1,260 900 4,627.50 
5,000 1,740.00 1,1!)2.50 1,260 900 5,092.50 
5, 000 3, 500. 00 
s,ooo ......... ............................... . 
5,000 ....................................... .. 

10,000 ........... ............................. . 

~000~~00 ~50 ~ 900 ~~50 
6,00!) 1,470.00 967.50 960 900 4,297.50 
9,0001,860.00 1,192.50 1,260 900 5,212.50 
6,0001,920.001,305.00 1,260 900 5,335.00 

10,000 .... .. ..•.. 
5,000 1,140.00 742.50 · 1,260 900 4,00.50 
6,000 1,620.00 1,080.00 11 260 900 4,860. 00 
5. 000 1, 890.00 1, 305.00 1, 260 900 5,355. 00 
6,000 1,620.00 1,080.00 1,260 . 900 4,860.00 
6,000 ....•...... .. ..................•......... 
5,000 ...... ... . ........ ...... ...... 3,500.00 
5,000 ......... ......... ...... ... ... 3,500.00 
5, 000 990.00 630. 00 960 900 3, 480. 00 
3, 000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3, 500.00 
5,ooo 1,290.00 855.00 960 m 4,oo5.oo 
6,000 ......... ......... ...... ...... 3,500.00 
6,000 1,340.00 855.00 1,260 900 4,355.00 
8,0001,530.00 967.50 960 900 4,357.50 
5,000 1,440.00 967.50 960 900 4,267.50 
5,000 ········· ········· ...... .. .... ··········· 
7,000 1,500.00 967.50 960 900 4,327.50 
5,000 ... . .....................•.....• 

7,500 1,680. 00 1, 080.00 660 900 4,320.00 
8,000 1,680.00 1,080.00 960 900 4,620.00 
7,500 ............... . ....................... .. 

Place. Esti
mate. 

SITES-continued. 

Bill. Inter
est. 

Depre- Jani- Sup
ciation. tor. plies. Total. 

--------1--..,..--- ------ --- --1---1----

York, S.C ......... .. 
Yuma, .Ariz .••••••••• 

5,000 
6,000 

434.500 

9, 000 1, 410. 00 855. 00 960 900 4, 125.00 . 
5,500.00 6,000 

581,000 I 75, 5~149, 342. 50 56, 760 45,900 1292, 592.50 

1 This total is not the sum of the previous columns or interest, depreciation, janitor, 
and suppfies for the reason that in 18 of the places named certain estimates were made 
as to the probable cost of upkeep for buildings which it wa..~ presumed would eventu· 
ally be constructed on the sites only which the bills provided for. In these cases no 
estimates were made on buildingsl~ none were contemplated in the bills. The total 
of these 18 places amounts to $65,uuu, which deducted from the above total, leaves a 
balance of $227,592.50, which is the total of the columns named where buildings were 
estimated upon. 

In order to show the carnival of waste covered by the 1916 
public-buildings bill introduced by Chairman CLABK on behalf 
of the committee I have just presented this significant analysis 
of items, reaching nearly 200 in number, wherein an official 
estimate has been prepared of the probable annual carrying 
charges qf public buildings in the towns named. .,. 

The sites and buildings of 100 of these items furnish an 
initial cost of between four and five million dollars, although 
the sites for the first 59 items do not appear in the totals. 
Under our covering-up style of dribbling appropriations these 
59 sites have already been bought in jerk-water crossroads 
and Jim Crow towns scattered all over the continent. It is 
probable that not one in a dozen of these vacant sites could be 
resold for one-half the amount paid by Uncle Samuel. For 
that reason earnest protests are encountered against abandon
ing any wasteful project or in refusing to erect buildings wher
ever located, now that a site has been purchased. 

\Ve are in the position of Pat's well-remembered preparedness. 
All that he needed in order to secure a smoke was the loan of a 
pipe and a little tobacco; he had the match. We have the sites 
for the first 59 items. Over $2.000,000 will be spent on the 
buildings on these sites, according to the appropriations, and 
then some. 

ENORMOUSLY WASTEFUL MAINTENANCII CHARGES. 
Eldorado Springs, 

Mo.2................ 5,000 ......... ......... ...... ...... ........... The original cost is not the most extravagant part of this 
Ely, Nev.2 ........... ......... 5,000 ......... --------- 1------ ........... public-buildings program. The Public Buildings Commission 
Essex, Conn.......... 10,000 6•000 1•020· 00 630· 00 960 900 3•510· 00 included some of the ablest authorities in the country, and with :Franklin, Ind.~....... 10,000 ....................................... .. 
Greer, s. c.2.......... ......... 5,000 ......... ......... ...... ...... ........... them was associated the present chairman of the Public Build-
Hartsville, s. C.1..... 5,000 3,000 ......... ......... ..... . ...... 3,500.00 ings Committee, Represe~tative CLARK. That commission found 
Hawkinsville,Ga.... 10•000 8•003 1•680· 00 1•080· 00 1• 260 900 4•920· 00 in its report that the highest rental paid by the Government for Henderson.t... Tex...... 5, 000 5, OOJ 990. 00 630. 00 960 900 3, 480.00 
Hickman,.K.y........ 5,000 5,000 1,590.00 1,oso.oo 1,260 900 4,830.00 any one of the 508 post offices having over $10,000 annual re-
Indianola,Iowa...... 5,000 5,000 1,440.00 1,080.00 960 900 4,380.00 ~eipts and occupying leased quarters was $2,580 and the lowest 
~c¥o~!et¥e~-Tenn~Z::~ .... ~:~ ~;~ -~:=~~--~ ... :~~~~ ---~ ---~~ ... ~::~~~ annual rental $151. At 378 offices the rental is less than $1,000 
Las Vegas, Nev.2..... .... .. .. . 5,000 .... .. .. . . .. . .. .. . .. . .. . .. .... . . . .. .. .. .. annually, while for 4,320 post offices of all classes and branches 
i!:-i~g~~~~~~2:: .... ~:~ 1g;~ -~:~--~ ---~-~ 1,260 900 ---~·-~~--~ the average annual rental in 1913 was $824. It will also be 
Lewisburg, Tenn..... 5, CXXl 5, ooo 1, 740. oo 1, 192.50 1, 260 900 5, 092. 50 remembered that many of the u Government monuments " pro-
Lewistown, uv...... 5, ooo 5, ooo 3, 500. oo posed in this public-buildings bill are for towns where the re· 
Lexington, Miss.t. ... 5,000 5,00G ......... ......... ...... ...... 3,500.00 ceipts are far below $10,000 annually, and in some cases do not 
Lockhart, Tex.2

.---- • .... ·.... 6• 000 .. · ...... ·--...... .. .. .. .. ·........ reach half that amount. A large maJ· ority of the buildings are 
Louisburgt~.c...... 10,000 6,000 1,890.00 1,192.50 1,260 900 5,242.50 
Lowville,.N. Y....... 10,000 10,000 1,740.00 1,080.00 1,260 900 4,980.00 for cities of less than 5,000 inhabitants, and 90 per cent pre-
Manning, s. c.2...... 5,000 ........... sumably are to be in towns where the rental is less than $1,000 
Mannington;. w.va.2. ......... 10,000 ......... ...... ........... annually. 
Marion, N. v......... 5,000 6,000 1, 740.00 1,192.50 1,260 900 5,092.50 
McMinnville, Tenn... 5, 000 5, 000 1, 590. oo 1, 080.00 1,260 900 4, 890. oo The 59 public buildings first named in the last analysis here-
:Midlan~ Pa. .... .. .. 8, 500 5,000 1,140- oo 742· 50 960 900 3, 742· 50 with presented will make an annual burden upon the Treasury 
Milan, 0

•
1

• • • • · • • • • • 
5• 000 5• 000 3

• 
500

· 
00 of $228,241 for buildimrs alone, or an average of $3,868 for Monticello, Fla.t . . . . . 5, 000 5, 000 3, 500. OJ ~ 

Okalona, Miss.2. ..... ......... s,ooo ......... ......... .... . ...... each separate item. In 1913 the average rental for 4,320 post 
O'Neil}~Nebr........ 1o,ooo 6,000 1,020.00 630.00 960 900 3,510.00 offices reached $824, so that if that average was reached in the 
Paris, .Mo.l.. . . . . . . . . . 5, 000 5, 000 3. 500. <tJ 59 j t fi t d . f $3 000 Pascagoula, Miss.1.... s,ooo 5,000. ... .. .. . .. .. ..... ...... ... .. . 3,500.00 pro ec s rs name an average Increase o over , , or a 
Pelham.,_, Ga.......... 5,000 6,000 1,020.00 • 630.00 960 900 3,510.00 profligate waste of over 350 per cent will be recorded. Ex-
Perry, t•Ia.t.......... 5,000 5,000 3,500.00 pressed differently it nieans jumping a total rental on these 59 
Perryville, Mo.l...... 5•000 5•000 ......... ......... 3•500· 00 items, based on a $824 average, from $48,616 to $228,241 an-Pinovill.~1 Ky. . . . . . . . 6, 000 5, 000 1, 290. 00 855. 00 960 900 4, 005. 00 
P~rviue,Cal....... 7,000 10,000 1,950.00 1,305.00 1,260 900 5,415.00 nually, In a short time thi~ item of waste will overtake the 
Plymouth,Pa........ 23,000 15,000 1,740.00 967.50 1,260 900 4•867- 50 original cost of construction because it is a continuing burden. 
PoneaCityJ,Okla..... 5,000 7,500 1,665.00 1,080.00 1,260 900 ~,905.00 T . f t' f th fi t 59 •t 1 
Rich Rill~Mo.t....... 5,000 5,000 ......... ......... ...... ...... 3,500.00 he analysis o compara 1ve cost o e rs 1 ems a so 
Rockwo.oa, Tenn.2... o,ooo . ........ ......... ...... ...... ........... applies to the remaining items set forth in the last statement, 
Russellville, KY-2---- ......... IO,ooo ......... ......... ...... ...... ........... which in all presumably carries an increased annual carrying 
Salisbury, Mo.t....... 5,000 5,000 ......... 3,500.00 h f h . lf ·n· d 11 t f th · · 1 
San Benito, Tex. . . . . 5, ooo 6, ooo 1, 470. oo 907. 50 1,200 900 4, 597.50 c arge o over a a · mt wn o u.rs a par rom e ongma 
Sanford, N.c........ 5,000 7,000 1,650.00 1,080.00 1,200 900 4,890.00 investment for "Government monuments." Have I made this 
Seward, Nebr........ 5,000 6,000 1,320.00 855.00 1,200 900 4,335.00 plain? A brief examination of the bill, aided by these tabulated 
Sheffield, Ala.2....... .... .. ... 5,000 ................. • ............. -..... .... l 

1 
th h f " fl' 

stanford, Ky.2....... ......... 5,000 ......... ......... ...... .... .. ........... statements, wil revea e c aracter o pro 1gate waste wrung 
~~=?il.1e~1~8.J~·-?:~:: ~:~ 1g:~·i;74.o:oo ·i;oso.'oo ·i;200 900 ~:~:~ from the people by oppressive taxation," which is proposed by 
van Buren, Ark..... 5,ooo o,ooo 1, 620. 00 1, 080. 00 1, 260 900 4, 860. 00 an administration which in 1912 so vociferously denounced ex-
Venice, CaL......... 10,000 10,000 1,890.00 1,192.50 1,260 900 5,242.50 travagance. 
Waurika, Okla....... 7,000 5,000 1.140.00 742.50 960 !lOO 3•742· 50 WHERE IS THE MONEY COMING FROM TO ~fEET SUCH EXTRAVAGANCES? 
Williamston,N.C.... 5,000 5,000 1,140.00 742.50 960 000 3,742.50 

· Winder, Ga.......... s,ooo 5,000 1,590.00 1,080.00 960 · 900 4,530.00 A. word of warning to our Democratic friends. You are ap-
Winnfl.elq~La....... 5,000 5,000 1,440.00 967· 50 960 900 4•267•50 propriating lavishly from a depleted Treasury Under present 
Winona, Miss........ 5;000 7,500 1,215.00 742.50 960 900 3,817.50 • 

1 No estimate as to cost or ·building in detail. l. conditions you are doubly taxing incomes in an effort to save 
2No estimate made. yonr face financially. 
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Your chief prophet and spellbinder, whO' once pledged his important measures contained in the pending bill. Public 

ca.nilidate to only one· presidential term" now predicts that pro- · improvements are necessary and they shonld be carried on with· 
hibition shall beconie- nation wide. I am speaking only of t.he' out hindrance, but this does not justify criminal waste in or· 
financial side of the problem of running a Government when I der to build Government monuments at hundreds of crossroads 
remind you that approximately $250~000,DOQ o.t annual receipts 1 th-roughout the- country. Let us -exercise a small part of the
used for meeting . Federal expenditures comes from license or 1 economy ~ business_ judgment which men employ iii the can· 
excise fees. What do you propose to do with such profligate duct of bu.si.ness enterprises .. -Place such public improvements 
waste bills as this :Qublic-building scanda~ when, after scraping in: the hmidS' of reputable officials· conneeted with the adm:inis
tbe bottom of the Federal Treasury to meet the waste of 1916,. : tration respensible for· expenditure_s and we will reach an end 
you now are providing for more private waterway waste, more i of extravagance and pork-barrel scandals.-
private-land reclamation grabs,. more public-buildings waste, and 

1 
Based on ordinarily good businesS' judgment, I o1rer a further 

other schemes of like charaeteF. - Practically one-third of the statement concerning tlie 191Et pubifc-Imiidings bill which with· 
net revenue of the Government. may· be f<?rfelted by the Treas- aut argument is su:ffieient to condemn 80 per cent of the items 
ury in a losS' of exeise fees. Many States. throughout the coun- :contained in thiS' b1II. Is it any exaggeration to say that one
try have already declared for State-wide- prohibition, thereby : half of the $35,000,000 appropriation provided by the bill is 
reducing present Government ~ce~e fees: We can not blind unparalleled extravagance and "profligate waste wrung from 
ourselves to the trend of public. .sentiment. Based strietiy on the people by ovpressive taxation_" 
tile financial aspect of the case how can we stupidly continue to 
vote for these publie-building and sectional-waterway grafts in 
View of the present and prospecthre condition of the Federal 
Treasury1 Leaving_ out of consideration_ the vice that lays at 
the foundation of such omnibus bills and the potent influence 
exercised over othe~ legislation by such puqlic scandals, how 
(!an we close our eyeS' to the imperative necessity of lopping oif 
" profligate waste" disclosed in· the bill before us? 

Sites onl11 (1916 bill). 

c~ and amount. Popula
tion. 

2,116 
5,016 
2, 757 
1,453 
3,439 
I., 736 

. 2, 214. 
1, 937 
6,181 

831 
2, 161 

864 
9,019 
1,838 
3,849 

670~585 

Receipts !or_ Annual 
1915. rental. 

$8,759.99 
18,169.35 
111,658.26 
9,051.14; 

10,894.26 
14,564 •. 89 
6,468.82 
4,25-'Z. 77 

37,892.21 
6.,639.50 
9,305.50 
6,485.23 

33,250.32 
6,327.50 

11,683.91 
s, 069, 113'. 07 

$.606 
904 
660 
100 
540 
500 
480 
220 

1.560 
408 
600 
450 

1,00 
None. 

500 
23., 600 

1\fr. Speaker, when the omnibus- river and harbor bill was 
opposed because of its inherent vlce and waste, r offered a con
struetive- meas-ure, which I trust will receive consideration by 
the· next Congress. Had the fortunes of politics given to the 
Republican Party the reins of power I am sure some such 
measure would have found favor, because that party was. 
pledged to a budget system of which the proposed waterway 
bill could ha_ve been made a comprehensive and economical part. 
rn addition it would..- give an impetus, ta· actual inland-waterway 
navigation, providing its recommendations were followed. That 
waterway bill offers, a genuine constructive program for all 
those who sincerely desire improvement of a-ctual navigation_ 
It removes pork appropriations ft"om· wate1·ways but gives what 
the country has a right to demand,. value 1·eceived for waterway 
_expenditures: 

Only three of the foregoing items could be built with profit 
to the Govet~nment. according to Budeson. 

City and amount. 
No eritieism- is oi mate-rial servi.ee unless some- constructive

proposal is offered as a substitute: I am not ambitious to pro
vide such a measure for public buildings. and. realize. that every 
obstacle to any change wil1 be interposed by genuine lovers oi 
political plums. However, I can not believe the people of the Broken Bow, N"ebr__., S6,ooo •.•••••• ··~·······. 
country are willing to be fltrnffammed much longer by such Brookville:, Pa., s1o,ooo ....................... . 

Brownsville-, Tenn., S5,000 ••••...•••••• ~-. ···-· 
Vicious, extravagant bills, and with the purpose o:f presenting a · =r~.-~·.ooo,._,_-,ooo-:·-:·.:·.·.·.·.·.·.· .. ·.- ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·-~ ~ -.- ·.·.·. 
tentative measure that will insure needed public buildings- and. - -· 
avoid local O"l·abbing at public expense, I submit the following: Canton, 8· Dak:., S6,ooo. ·····H ...... : ....... . 

to~ Charleston, :Mo.,$5,000 ....••.•.••.••.••• -.... . 
Clinton, N.c. , $5,000 .... -· _ .•...•••••.•.•.•.. 
Columbia, Miss., S5,000 .. n •••••••••••• wo ••• -·. 

A BILL (NO¥ 18460) PROV:IDING FOR- .& PUBLIC BUILDING- COMMISSION. 

A commission composed of the Secretary ot the Treasury, the Post
piaster General. and the Attorney General is hereby created whose duty 
1t shall be to receive and investigate all applications for Government 
public buildings wherever Iocated. The commission may p-rovide rules 
concerning ,the size of cnmmunltles, post-office rec.eiptffr and rental paid: 
by the GOvernment In determining where_ publie bulldin:gs are to b& 
con:sb·ucted. and shall determine: the_ character, cost, and plans of every 
(!ublic bullding. · . . . 

Columbus, Ohio, $24{),000 ..........••••••••. .. 
Commerce, Ga., $5;000 ... . .•.•....••••••.•.... 
Conway. s. c., $3,000 .....• ro •••••••• -· ••••••• 

Corvallis, Oreg., $10,000. -· ••.•.•.....•••••••.. 
Covington,-Ga., $5,000 ...• .••.. ············--
Cuthbert, Ga., $6,000 .... ~····················· 

Popula-
tion. 

2,260 
3,003 
2,882' 
11505 
2,980 
2,103" 
3,144 
1, 101 
2,029 

181,611 
2,238 
1,228 
4,552 
2,697 
3,210 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$11,948.10 
14,742.57 
8,111.42" 
7,273.~ 

10,330.11 
10,006.24 . 
9,346.62 
6,254.73 
8,505.15-

1, 139,149.32 
6,290. 89 
6,030. 89 
~479.83 

-,,031.21 
7,813.40 

Annual 
rental. 

$1,600 
710 
660 

None. 
1,056 

500 
810 
480 
66(t 

(?) 1, 980 
500 
400 

1,4.04 
400 
600 

· The commiss1on shall annually prepare a report of its findin~ and 
recommendatlona and th.e same shall be embodi.ed 1n the report ot the 
Secretary of_ the Treasury and of the_ Eostmaster GeneraL The amounts 
required to provide for the purchase of sites, construction of buil~~~1 and pur~ase of needed equipment shall be included and made a pan; 
of the reguiar supply bills submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury 

Only 1 or, at most, 2. of the last 15 items meet Mr. Burleson's 

to Congress. -

In addition to the analyses already submitted, a further 
statement or- facts is offered relative to conditions surrounding 
the 400 different projects included in the proposed 1916 public
buildings bill. 

A bare statement of facts herein contafned is enough to con
demn the bill,- and I ask its car.eful consideration by those wh<J 
are called upon to vote for or a.gainst the-bill's passage. 

PROJI'LIGAT.I!l WASTEr VERSUS RETRENCHMENT. 

Never in the history of this country have conditians- generally 
called for greater public economy~ Na sane man is deceived by
the present fictitious national prospeJJity ereated by foreign con
ditions, and never before has the necessity- tor public: retrench-
ment been more imperative. . 

We are-confronted by a depleted Treasury, by oppressive taxes 

· requirements. The ~er& aFe wasteful and extravagant from 
the Government's business point of view. In this Burleson is 
sustained by-Treasury estimates heretofore quoted. . -

City and amount 

, Da:vid City, Nebr., $6,()001 •••• ~- ••.••••••••••••• 
Decatur, Ga., SB-,000 .... . . ·······-············· 
Detroit, Mich., ~1,250,000 • . • ..••• ·····-·· •••• , . 
Dickson, Tenn., $5,000 .. -·= ................ -~ . 
Doylestown, Pa..,~:;ooooo. ··-·~················. 

~Er.1t~.~%t. ~:: ::::::::::::::::::::: ~ -
East Palestine, Ohio, 57,500- ••••••••••••••••• ~ 
East Point, Ga:..>_~10(JO . ···-··· .. ············ ~ 
Eaton Rapi~ .M.icn., S7.z5()(L .•.••••••• : ••••. : 
Eldorado SpnngS:, Mo., ;:>5,000 ••••••••• - •••••• • 

~!~~~~~;~ooo::::: :~: :::::::::::::::: :~ ~ 

Popula.
tion. 

2, 177 
2,466-

465, 766 
1";850-
3,304 
2;471' 
1,823 
2,983 
3,537 
3,682" 
2,094 
2,503 
2,055 
2,745 

Receip-ts Cor Annual 
19.lii. rental. 

Sll,990.90 
7,Z30; 65 

3, 292, 227. 62 
7,451.9{ -

15,471.81 
8,042.36 
9,252. 97 

- 5, 34.2. 35-
14,043.55_ 
11,425: 6I 
8,985. 23 
7,626. 21 
8,3:15.16 
_8,087. 39 

S780 
600 

None. 
. 425 

1..,-100 
480 
500 
300-
800 
400 
800 
300 
900 
240 

never before equaled in times of peace; _by burdensome appro- Just~ item in the Iast 14 noted meets the minimum of popu
pr-iations for legitimate Government needs and public defense. ration, receipts', and rental urged by Mr. Burleson when the 
Then by what right do we approve notoriously wasteful and Government's business interests are considered. His estimates 
extravagant bills? I have performed what I believe- t<Y be a have been questioned by those who insist the limits are too row 
duty in opposing this bill. Needless to say, it is a disagreeafil'e and ougllt to oo raised. By the Treasury estimates they-are toa 
task and, I realize, will Invite protests :from those who have- · small by half, as heretofore shown. 
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City and amount. 

Flagstaff., Ariz., $7,000 .•..••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fort Valley, Ga., $8,000 ..••••••••••••••••••••• 
Frankl~ Ind., $10,000 •••••... ~ •••• .- •••••••••• 
Galion, vhio, $15,000.: ...• : •• · •• .-•••• · ••••.••••• 

ii:~~'v~~i~·s~l\~,ooo~::::::::::::::::::::::·: 
Hawkinsville, Ga., $8.000 ....•.••..••••••••••. 
H~ndersonkTex., $5,000 ....••••••••••••••••••• 
l;I.1ckman, y., $5,()()(} ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Inclianola, Iowa, $5,000 . ...•••••••••••••••••••• 

}~~:S~~:all~~;~~:: ~:::::::::::: ::::::::: 
Kansas City, Mo., $1,000,000 ...•..•.•••..•••••. 
La[ollette, Tenn., $6,000 .....• ~ .••••••••••••••• 

Popula
tion. 

1,633 
2,697 
4,502 
7,214 
1,673 
2,365 
3,420 

Not g1ven. 
2, 736 
3,283 
1,098 
1,862 

248,381 
2,816 

Receipts !or 
1915. 

$15,850.55 
10,408.97 
12,920.99 
24,930.60 
6,643.48 
9,884.33 
8,129. 91 
6,666. 76 
8,538.80 

11,348.49 
7,661. 88 
6,647.65 

2, 897,325.00 
5,425.91 

Annual 
rental. · 

$1,680 
660 
660 

1,020 
360 
480 
772 
300 
520 
660 
450 
340 

······ "425 

T1'i"O of the foregoing 14 items meet the limits urged by Bmle
son for profitable buildings. The rest are wasteful. Think of 
Greer, Indianola (l\liss.), Jackson, and other items, all of which 
are included in the 1916 bill. 

City and amount. 

Las Vegas, N ev ~ $5,00J .....•.••.......•.. .' ••. 
Lawrenceburg, 1nd., SLO,OOO ••••••••••••••••••• 
Len<?ir City ~...Tenn.1 $6,000 ........••..•..•••••• 
Lewisburg, Ya., Uu,OOO .••.••••••••••••••••••• 
Lewisburg, '.reno., S5,01J ....... : •...•••••.•••• 
I ,ewisto>\'11, TIL, S5,0'JO . ..........••.•.• -- ••.•. 
Lexington

1 
Miss.,$5,()00 ......••.•..••..•••..•• 

LittleRocK, Ark., $175,00J ..............•••••• 
Lockhart, Tex:..t $6,000 . ........••........•••.•. 
Louisburg~.N· u., $6,00!) ... -...• .••.•...•.•..•. 
Lowville, .N. Y ., $10,000.- . .....•.••..•.. •... •. 
Manning, S. C..:J.. S§tOOJ •••• - •••••••••••••••••••• 
Mannington..<. w. va_, $10,000 .......••••••.•.•. 
Marion, N. u., S6,00G .. - -- ... .. ··············-· 
McMinnville, Tenn., 35,000............. .. . . . . . • 

Popula
tion. 

945 
3,930 
3,392 
3,081 
1,830 
2,312 
2,428 

45,941 
2,945 
1, 775 
2,940 
1,854 
2,672 
1,519 
2,299 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$7,198.68 
13,:.7. 26 
5,986. 59 

15,203. 71 
9,430. 44 
7,816.41 
8,4-21.84 

345,986.12 
10,617.08 
8, 12R.04 

14,307.29 
6, 435.28 

12,340.00 
8, 315.52 
8, 724,74 

Annual 
rental. 

None. 
l-900 

500 
1,087 

360 
540 
600 

5,193 
660 
600 

1,~ 
1,346 

924 
540 

OnJy 1 of the last 15 ite~ns can profitably be considered by the 
Go>ernment, according to Mr. Burleson. " Government monu
ments " in crossroads froiu Nevada -to North Carolina are pro
\ide<l iu the 1916 bill. 

City and amount. 

~f~h:,, ~~~·$5~~~:::::::::::::::::::: ~::: 
Milan, Mo., $.5,000. -...... . ......•.•.•••..•.•.. 
Mont~omt>r~ Ala., $175,000 ...•..•.....•.•.... 
Mon tteello, J< Ia., 15,000 ... -....••...•••.••••... 
Mount Pleasant, Iowa, $7,500 ...•.••••••••••••. 
Neosho, Mo., 15,000: ..........••••.••••••..••. 
Norman, 0\da., $7,000 ......•••.•.•••..••.• · •.. 
Okolonat..~iss., $5,000 ....• -· ..••••••••••••••.• 
O'Neill, Nebr., $6,0::10 .•••.••..•..••••.•••••••• 
Oswego, Kans., 55,000 .......••••.•••••••.••..• 

Po pula
--- t10n. 

6 081 · 
1;244 
2,191 

38 136-
1:829 . 
3,874 
3,661 

01.ark, Ala., $5,000 .........•.•..•••••.•••• · •. · •. · 
Paris, l!o., $5,000 ..........•...•••••••••.••••• 

3, 7.24 . 
2,584 
2,089 
2,317 
2,229 
1,474 
3,379 
1,880 

Pascagoula, Miss., 55,000 ...••••••••..••.•••••• 
Pel ham, Ga., ~.ooo ..............•.•.......... 

Rect>ipts for 
1915. 

$16,671.44 
10,619.45 
6,684.48 

191,567.19 
6,065. 70 

16,094.48 
28,524.15 
17,904.49 
5,425.40 
.8,924. 77 
15,166.97 
6,416. 74 
7,037.89 
6,179. 94 
6,.719. ~~ 

Annual 
rental. 

SSM 
300 
500 

1,980 
600 
600 
924 
936 
4.80 
720 
S84 
400 
540 
514 

None. 

Only 1 item in the last 15 meets limits fixed by Mr. Bur
leson for profitable or excusable construction by the Govern

. ment. In this judgment he is sustained by 'l'reasury estimates 
which ha\"'e been presented, of carrying charges after buildings 
have been erected. 

C!.ty and amount. 

~=7r~l:: }jg~~.ooo~::: ~ : ::::::::::::::::::: 
Philadelphia, Pa., $750,000 ••••••••••••••.•..•• 
Pinevillei Ky .1 $5,000 ......•...••.••.•••.••••.. 
Placervil e, Cru., SlOJ.~ •..•••••••••••••••••••• 
Plymou~h, Paki $15suw ••..••••••••••••• ; •••••. 

~~f~a~~~.0Y. 3$9,~~::::::::::'::::~::~:.:~ 

Po.Pula
tlOn. 

1,012 
1, 708 

1,549,008 
2,161 
1,914 

16,996 
. 2 ·521 

4:036 
10,449 
2,755 
3,660 
3,ll1 
1,834 

Not given. 
2,282 

Redlands, Cal., $3o ,000 ••......•.••••.••••••••. 
Richffill~Mo.,$5,000 ... ......• •••••••••••• ::. -
Rockwooo, Tenn., $6,000 ...••••••••••••••••••• 
Russellville, Ky., $10,000 ...••••••••••••••••••• 
Salisbury:, Mo., S5,000 .........•••••••••••••.•. 

~~!~~ .. J.~$7',~~:::::::::::::: ::::::::: 

$6,439.25 
5,662.91 

8, 029, 545. 51 
7,369.33 

10,068:38 
12,776.20 
12,283.13 
19,320.22 
40,527.68 
7,831.80 
5,~7.91 
7,898.31 
7, 438; 25 
8,199.12 
9, 568.04. 

Annual 
rental. 

1360 
400 

....... 605 
1,517 
1,096 

840 
780 
811 
480 
360 
448 
500 
180 ·soo· 

British has nothing on the Florida Perry's captlu-e of Congress .. 
San Benito, with $180 rental, will be increased over 2,000 per. 
cent .before the annual cost of the proposed monument is com· 
pleted. 

' 

City and amount. 

San Jose, Cal., $15,000 ......................... . 
San Mateo, Cal:.z $15,000 ........•••••••••••••.. 
Santa Monica, ual.1_~15,000 .•...•••••••••••••.. 
!:!eward, Nebr., $6,uuu ......•.•...•••••••.•••.. 
Sheffield, Ala., $5,000 .•...•.•..•.••..•••.•••••. 
Staniord, Ky., $5,000. _ .......•.••••..•.••••••• 
Stillwater, Okla., $7,000 ..••••••••••••.•••••••• 
Summerville, S. C., S5,000 •.••••••••••••••••••• 
Susanville, Cal., $10,000 ...•••••••.•..•••• ~ •••• 
Thomaston, Ga., $5.1.000 ...•.•.•.•••••••••••••.. 
Two Rivers, Wis., ~10,000 ..•••••••••••••••••.. 
Van Buren, Ark., $6,000 .••.••••••••••••••••••• 
Venice,. Cal.1 !10,000 ..........•••.••.•.•.•••... 
Waurixa, OKl~.l $5,000 ...•••••••.••••.•••••••. 
Wellsville, N. :r ., $12,500 .••..•.••••••••••••.•• 

Popula
tion. 

28,946 
4,384 
7,847 
2,106 
4,865 
1,532 
3,444 2,= 
1,645 
4,850 
3,878 

Not given. 
2,928 
4,382 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$143,972.60 
17,909.63 
41,139.36 
10,191.59 

7, 968.77 
6,228.48 

15,591. Sl 
7, 796.61 
7, 058.08 
6,144.63 

15,728.86 
9, 884.36 

13,501.77 
6, 480.82 

21,834.16 

Annm,, 
rental. 

$480 
900 

1,~ 
660 
396 
996 
440 
600 
36() 
6S. 

1,000 
1,120 

420 
815 

Two only of the last 15 items can be justified, according t() 
1\Ir. Burleson. In' all others the population, receipts, and rental 
do not wan;ant public buildings. · This does not deter Susan· 
ville's 688 soulS from making their demand for a $10,000 site~ 
"Pro~igate waste," thy ~arne is Susanville. 

City and amount. Popula- Receipts for Ann~al 
tion. 1915. rental. 

Westboro, Mass., Sl~OOO .•••.••.•• ·"-·· •••.•.• 
West Palm Beach, J<la., $10,000 ......•••••.... 
Whitinsville, Mass., SIO,OOO •..•.••.••••••••••• 
Wichita, Kan~:; $75,000 ..••........•..•.••••.. 
Williamston, .N.C., $5,000 .....•.••.•....•.•••• 

~:~~~r-.G~~-~~4~::: ~-: ~::::::::: :: ::·:: ::::: 
Winnfield, La_, $5,000 •.... · .•••••••.•.•.•.••• : . 

r~:~~7.~~mo~.:: :::: ::::::·::::::::::::: 
1 Not listed 

(I) 
1, 743 

(1) 
52,450 
1,574 
2,443 
2 241 
2:925 
2,512 
2,326 
2,914 

Si4,552.31 
25,850.58 
10,597.37 

331,003.87 
6,043.18 
7,317.19 
7,918.08 
9, 098.12 
8,584.35 
8,596.98 

14,038.;77 

$1,275 
2,866 

800 
1,380 

300 
406 
600 
380 
460 
600 
680 

Wichita and possibly one or two others qualify under Mr. 
Burleson's estimate of justified building at Government ex
pense, but in order to get through the bill needs the vote of Rep· 
resentatives interested in Government monuments that are to be 
built in Williamston and on down to Yuma. That is the vice of 
omnibus or pork-barrel legislation. · · 

Miscellaneous. 

City and.amoimt. Popula- -
tlOD. · 

Utica, N.Y., $365,000 (sec. 6) .••.•••••••.••••. 74,419 
Malden, Mass:, $15a,OOO (sec. 8) ....••....•.•.•. 44,404 
Nofiales, Ariz., $120,000 (sec. 17) .••...•••.•••.. (1910) 2, 000 
Da asMex., $550,000 (sec. 18).-......••••••.•.. 92,10-i 
Rock "11, S. C., Sl25,000 (sec. 19) .......••.... 7,216 
Newark, N. J., $600,000 (sec. 20) ...•.......•... 347,469 
Okmulgee, Okla., $135,000 (sec. 21) •....•...... 4,176 
Pitts burgh, PaN $50,000 (sec. 22) .....•.•...... 533,905 
Atlantic City, . J., $60,000 (sec. 25) ......... . 16,773 

Sites aml buildings. 

City and amount. 

~ona, Iowa, $45,000 .•...•...•••.•.•.•••••.•• 
Athens, Ala, $35,000 ............•.•.••••••••••. 
Blackfoot, Idaho, $65,000 ...••..•.•.••••••••••• 
Bloomington, Ill., $150,000 .•...•.•.•••.••••••. 
Bowling Green, Mo., 135,000 .•.....•••••.•••••. 
Bristol, Va., S80~,~- .........•..•••••••••••••• 
Canajoharie, N. x ., $60,000 .•.•.••••••••••••.•• 
Carbondale, ill., $60,000 .••...•••.••••••••••..• 
Clare, Mich'hS3t:J.OOO .••.•••.••••••••••••••••••• 

g~~m:: oiuo,·$:.~0(f~:::::::: ::::; :::::-:: 
Clearwater, Fla., $40,000 .•..•..•••••••••••••••• 
Columbus, Kans...;,r 150_,000 .........••••••••••••• 
Couricil Grove, Kans., $35,000 •.••••••••••••••• 
Corning, Iowa, $35,000 ••.. -.: .• · ....•.•••••• ·:::. 

Pffo~~a-

2,908 
1, 715 
2,202 

25,768 
1,585 
6,247 
2,273 
5,411 
1,350 
7,529 
6, 74, 
1,171 
3,064 
2,545 
1, 702 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$333, 996.11 
79,932.65 
13,915.57 

1' 070,751. 49 
23,957.34 

1, 410,925.67 
25,645.80 

3,457,149.06 
62,818.91 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$15,.210.44 
9,393.82 

18,414.45 
122,227.54 

8,923. 57 
. 45,283.59 

25,913.58 
15,980.68 
8,590. 91 

22,856.10 
17,505.63 

. 10,959.77 
13,279.63 
9, 141.27 
7,133.25 

Annual 
rental. 

. ......... 
$2,[100 
2,398 
3,000 
2,400 
7,086 
1,464 

12,550 - 3, 700 

Annual 
rental. 

$800 
508 

1,468 
None. 

780 
1,500 

848 
996 
509 

1,060 
860 

1,080 
~ 
540 
660 

~----------------'-----=------,-~ -=----- Begi_nning 'with . Algona, only 2 or possibly. 3 of the lust 15 
Jnf;it 2, or at most 3, of the last 15 items :;tr~ in the clns~ _ ite~ .c.an t>.e prqfital;llY. built ,by th~ Government, according to 

rated :J.s profitable to the Govet'lllllent. Perry's victory over the . Burleson. . ~is ~t~tem_ent is verified by Treasury officials. 
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City and amount. 

Dans>ille, N.Y., $60,000 .•..•..•.••••..••••••. 
De Ridder, La., $30,000 ....................... . 
Dodge Cityt...Kans.., $60,000 ••.••.••••••.•••.••• 
Duquesne, .t'a., $7;:,,000 .....•.....•••.•..•....• 
Eagle Grove, Iowa, $35,000 •••••.•••.•••..•.••• 
East Moline, TIL, $45,000 •••••••....•.••.••.••• 

ifu'?J.?.~~~~ ~ ~ :~::::~~: ~ :::::::: ~ :: 
Everett, Mass., $115,000 ..•••••••••••••••••••••• 
Farmington, Me., $45,000 .•••••••..•••••••••.•. 
Fort Wayne, Ind., $.550,000 •••.•••.•••.••••••.• 
Fort Worth, Tex., 5500,000 ...••••••••••••••..• 
Framingham, Mass., $100,000 •••••••••••••••••• 
Galva, lll~,$15,000 .......•..•..••.••••••••••• :. 
Gardner, .Mn..<:S., $90,000 ......•.•••.•••.•••••..• 
Grand Rap,~ Wi<~., $70,000 •••.•..•••••••••••• 
Great BarringWI!z. Mass., $50,000 .•••••••••••••• 
Greenville~ Pa., ~15,000 ....•..••.••••••.•.•. .,. 
Grecnwooo, S.C., ~125,000 ..••••..•.•••..... .,. 
Harlan, Iowa, S35l000 ......•.•••••••••.•••.•••• 
Hartford City, Ina., $50,000 .• : ••••••••• : ••• , .:. 
Har,·ey, ill., $55,000 ..••.•••••••••••••••••..••• 
Hazard, Ky., $40,000 •....••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hood R~ve.!>. Oreg:z SOO,OOO ................ , .. . 
Hoquiam.~ vvash., ~75,000 .•••••••••.••••••..•.• 
Houm~ La., $50,000 .......................... . 
Hugo, ukla., $58,000 ................ : • .•••••••• 

Popula
tiOn. 

3,938 
2,100 
3,214 

1{),727 
. 3 387 
2;6f>5 
3,083 
3,187 
3,898 

. 1,677 
33,484 
3,210 

63,933 . 
73,312 . 
12,948 
2,498 

14,699 
6,521 
5,~ 
5,90Q 
6,614 
~,570 
G, 187 
7,227 

537 
2,33i 
8,171 
5,024 
4,582 

U6,034.18 
8,854.54 

21,246.73 
13,740.49 
11,625.90 
14,252.47 
20,732.09 
11,290.79 
12,693. 7G 
221255.66 

\I) 
.11,924. 96 
323,056. !>3 

. . 411, 999. 85 
$84,899.01 

15,691. 4.4 
32,795 .. 95 
27,973.83 
18,372.93 
31,245.42 
23,2jl7.36 
11,809.90 
15,983.6! 
22,283.35 
4,188.43 

12,455.41 
23,230.21 
12,095.41 
16,275.38 

Annual 
rental. 

· :51,~ 

1,680 
1,~ 

576 
1,480 

480 
1,170 
2, 720 

..••... 936 
960 

2,500 
$2,955 

450 
1,500 

995 
900 

1,380 
None. 

960 
6liO 
902 
250 

-~·m 
'ooo 
950 

. The last few items reach a higher average: But what shall be 
said of such items as Hazard, where the annual charge against 
the Government of $250 will be increased to · $3,937, accoruing 
to Treasury authorities, when we have constructed a Govern
ment monument in Hazard and at a per capita cost of $56 to 
the Government? There ar·e many others. · 

City and amount. 

Tiion1 N.Y., ~000 .......................... . 
Junction City, K.aDS., $55,000 ••.••••..•...•.••. 
Keyser, W.Va., S55.t000 ..... ,.- . .- ............. . 
Kingsville, Tex., S4v,OOO .••...•....•..•.•• ; •... 
Knoxville, Iowa, $40,000 ...... · ............... .. 
Ladysmith, Wis., $35,000 ••.••••••...•..•••.••. 
Lansdowne, Pa:J. $65,000 ..•.•...•....•.•••.•.•• 
Lewisburg, W. va., 182,000 ................... . 
Lewistown, Mont., $100,000 .••......•...•...•.. 
LibertyiN. Y., $.55,000 ....................... . 
Litchfie d, Minn., $35,000 ........... .......... . 
Ludington, Mich., 175,000 ••••.•.•••.•.••••• ; .. 
Lufkin, Tex., $35,000 ......................... . 
~sfield, La., $35,000 .••••••••..•.••••••...••• 
Marshall, Mic'li., 17~~000 •••....•••••••.••••.••. 
Mechanlcsville, N. x., S55,000 ..••••..••••••••• 
Middletown, Pa., $65,000 ••••..•••••••••••••.•. 
Mexia, Tex.~,.~ooo: •••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 
Morganton, .N. v.~ ~.ooo ..............•...... 
Mount Vernon, Onio, $70,000 .•••••.••••••••••. 
Nanticoke, Pa.t~Looo ...•.••••••••..•.•....•• 
Newburgh, N. :x., ~140,000 •••.••...••....•••.. 
New Orleans La., quarantme station, SSOO,OOO. 
Northfiel!!.. Miiiii., ~_11000 .................... . 
Norton, .li.ans., S35,uuu ........................ . 
Norwalk, Conn., $14~.t200······: .............. . 
Norwal.k.J.. Ohio, S65.1.~························ 
Olathe, .li.ans

6
l55,uuu ..••.••••....••..•••....• 

Oregon City, reg., $70,000 .•.•..•.••..•.•..••. 
Painesville, Ohio, $70,000 ..................... . 

Popula
tion. 

6,588 
5,598 
3,705 

(2) 
3,190 
2,350 
4,066 

.. 803 
2,992 
2,072 
2,333 
9,132 
2, 749 
I, 799 
4,236 
6,634 

~·~ 
2:712 
9,087 

18,877 
27,805 

339,075 
3,265 
l, 787 

24,211 
7,858 
3,272 
4,287 
5,501 

Receipts for 
1915. 

$25,409.50 
17,777.05 
13,733.-39 
13,261.14 
11,182.11 
10,304.29 
25,667.33 
8,(}17.37 

42,862.76 
17,948.57 
12,368.58 
27,069. 41· 
12,026.45 
11,192.23 
62,763.35 
17,757.39 
14,468.46 

. }0,500.86 
10,211.35 
30,729.19 
13,325.70 
91,896.74 

1, 248, 603. 25 
21,099.96 
9,398.69 

27,246.60 
_28,659.16 
15,919.26 
20,334.08 
41,738.05 

Annual 
rental. 

Sl,~ 
840 
480 
600 
360 1,:6 

3,900 
912 
740 

1,~ 
1,000 
1,~~ 
1,~ 

660 
1,650 

924 
None. 

·•··· i;ioo 
450 
960 

1,890 
1,320 
2,064 
1,160 

Less than half of the foregoing items meet th.e requirement 
urged by Mr. Burieson as to population, receipts, and rent. The 
annual cost of a $70,000-structure averages over $4,000, accord
ing to the Treasury authorities. On that basis not 10 per cent 
would be profitable investments for the Government. 

City and amount. Popula- I Rereipts for Annual 
t1on. 1915. rental. 

Peabody, Mass, SIOO,OOO. . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . • • . . . • 15, 721 $25, 130.96 
Peru, ill., $45~000...... .• . . . •. . . .. . ... . . •• .. ••• 7, 984 16,247.75 
Potaluma,Cru.,$60,000........................ 5,880 3;348.61 
Philipsburg, Pa., S60,000...................... 3, 585 1·1, 016. 64 
Phillipsburg, N.J., $60,000.................... 13,903 24,243.33 
Pittsfield, ru.,$35.1000......................... 2,095 11,289.17 
Plainview, Tex:., ~45,000.......... . . . • . . • . . . . . . 2, 829 16, 330. 20 
Plaquemine, La., 335,000... .• • ... .. . . . . ... . ... 4, 955 11,431.05 
Portage, Wis., $57,000. .... ..•. .•. .•. .•. •.•• ••. 5,440 20,372.61 
Port Clinto& Ohio, S40, 000.................... 3, 007 12,785. 02 
Princeton, w. Va:.z$45,000.................... 3,027 10,252.84 
Reedsburg, Wis., ~40.~QQO •..••• • :.............. 2,615 11,840.82 
Richmond, Mo., $40,uuv....................... 3,664 10,088.02 
Salem, Mass.; S13~~-......... •• • . . . . . . . . . . . . 43,697 136,500.08 
Sanford, M~ . .,S50,uuu.......................... 9,049 13,837.02 
Sapulpat-9.K1a., SiO,OOO........................ 8, 283 25, 803.09 
Seattle, vv ash., improve station; $275,000...... 237, 194 1, 388,571. 99 
Sedalia, Mo.; $210,000.......................... 17,822 61,850.42 

!Included in Boston. 2 Not included in census of 1910. 

LIV--9 

$1,375 
708 

1,610 
1,144 
1,320 

750 
600 
300 

1,060 
550 
234 
590 
880 

4,200 
872 
601 

City and ~mount. 

Silver City.z.. N. Mex., S60,000 .•••••••.•.•.•.•.• 
Somerset, .t'a., $58,000 ......•.•.•••.•••...•.•.• 
Statmton, Va., $85,000 ......•.•••••.•.•••.•..•• 
St. Johns, Mich., $55,000 .....•...•••.•.•.•.•.. 
Sturgeon Ba~, ·wis., $40,000 ....•.•.•...•.•.•.• 
Superior, Ne r., $35,000 ..........•.•. : •..••••• 
Thief River Falls, Minn., $55,000" ...•.•.•...•.. 
Ticonderoga, N.Y., $.35,000 .....••.••••••.•..• 
Vinita, Okla., $100,000 ......•.•••.•.•.•••...... 
Wadena, Minn., 335,000 ...••••••.•••••.•...... 
Wakefield, Mass.,$65,000 ..••••••••.•••.••..•• 
Weehawken, N.J., $125,000 ..•••.••••••....... 

/

Winsted, Conn., S60,000 .•....•.•••.••..•...... . . 

Poptila
tion. 

3,217 
2,612 

10,60! 
3,154 
4,262 
2,106 
3, 714 
2,475 
4,082 
1,820 

11,404 
11,228 

7_. 754 

Receip~ for 
1915. 

$16,518.95 
16,076.75 
47,023.77 
15,792.43 
11,320.89 
11,495.82 
20,630.06 
11,513.32 
17,817.53 
11,?67.23 
21,469.26 
82,857.54 
29,672.37 

Annual 
rental. 

$1,720 
1,072 

120 . 
996 
555 
900 
600 
710 

1,2« 
780 
960 

1.432 
1,940 

~though the average has improved among the recent items, 
it has not been large enough to excuse orer half of the items 
which fail to reach the limits urged by Mr·Burleson or the limit 
of ·l)rofitable construction shown by Treasury officials. In fact, 
the future expense of 90·per cent of the structures will cost the 
Government approximately 300 per cent increase, according to 
Treasury estimates. · 

Buildings on sites owned. or authm·i:cd. 
SECTION 3. 

City, and amount. 

AlbertTille, Ala.~25,000 .....•..•.. _ .... : ..... 

E~F:~~~~~_:_:_:_:: ~ :::::::::::::::::::: 
Barbourville, Ky., $25,000 .....•••..••••.•..... 
Bath, N. Y.1 l50,_~~L ........................ . 
Benton Haroo-Ji MJch .. $80,000 .............. .. 
Binghamton, . Y., $500,000 .•...••.••.••..... 
Brinkley, Ark..z. $25,000 ....................... . 
Bronx, N.Y., 1850,000 ....................... . 
Boyne City, Mich., $30,000 ••••..•••..•.•••..•. 
Canon City, Colo., $55,000 •••••••••••••... : •... 
CarUnville1 lll...:t $30,000 .•.•••••••••••.• :: ...... 
Central City, K.y., $30,000 ..•••••••••••••••.... 
Coleman, Tex., $30,000 ....................... . 
Conway, AI:k., S40,000 ........................ . 
Crockett, Tex., $25,000 ....................... . 

Popula
tiOn. 

1,544 
3,688 

·2,513 
4,148 
1,633 
3,884 
9185 

48:443 
1, 740 

431,980 
5,218 
5,162 
3,616 
2,545 
3,046 
2, 794 
3,947 

Receipts for 
1915. 

55,663.04 
15,8.5:!.05 

. 4, 610.21 
51,210.15 
4,532.95 

24,992.62 
54,702.56 

281,439.83 
6,114.53 

168,601.06 
11,063.17 
23,383.58 • 
12,566.28 
5, 707.92 

10,723.84 
13,126.17 

7,801.03 

Annual 
rental. , 

$500.00 
624.00 
460.00 
720.00 
406:00 

. 1, 220.00 
2,000.00 
3,840.00 

550.00 
8, 698.56 

762.00 
1,600.00 

660.00 
500.00 
876.00 
644.00 
632.00 

The average is smaller and the profligate waste greater. when 
only 5 out of 1,7 items. reach the limit urged by Mr. Burleson 
and .Treasury officials. Only .two pass the Treasury estimates. · 

City and amount. 

Decatur, Ind., $45,000 ....................... .. 
Dillon, S.C., $25,000 ......................... .. 
Duluth, Minn., $300,000 ...................... . 
Edenton, N.C., $45,000 ....................... . 
Eldorado, Ark., $25,000 ...................... .. 
Eminence, Ky., $40,000 ..••..•..••••••.•.•..... 
Fairfield

1 
Iowa, $50,()00 .....•••.•..•..••...•... 

Falmoutn, Ky., $30,000 ....................... . 
Fargo, N.Dak., $250,000 ...................... . 
Forest City, Ark., $25,000 .................... .. 
Georgetown, Tex., ·$30,000 ......•.•.•.. : ..•.... 
Green River, Wyo., $25,000 .••• · ...•.....•...... 
Greensburg, Ind., $45,000 ....• : . .•............. 
Greenville, Ala., $30,000 ...................... . 
Highl.an,d, ill., $25,000 ..................... · ... . 
Hobart, Okla., S-!0,000 .••..... : • ............... 
Holton, Kans. , $35,000 ........................ . 
Huntingdon, Tenn., $25,000 ..•................ 

Popula
tion. 

4, 471 
1, 757 

78,466 
2789 
4;202 
1, 274 
4,970 
1180 

14;331 
2,484 
3,096 

. 1,313 

g:~~ 
2,675 
3,845 
2,842 
1,112 

Receip~ tor 
1915. 

$17,009.73 
7, 733.63 

429,124.11 
8,861.03 
9, 727.45 
4,402.53 

28,798.31 
5,638.24 

241,282.87 
9, 687.77 

12,281.22 
4,370.18 

18,4n.35 
9,294.81 
9,611.45 

14,134.97 
12,501.30 
4,156.60 

Annual 
rental •. 

$1,420 
400 

2, 740 
660 
480 
193 
750 
340 
192 
460 
984 
600 
876 
480 
650 
884 
750 
360 

Only 3 out of the last 18 is a small average to meet Burleson's 
liberal figures. These buildings .will average an increased cost 
annually of from 300 -to 500 per cent, according to the Treasury 
Department. 

City and amount. 

Huntsville, Tex., $30,000 ....••••••.•••.•••..•• 

~~=· ~~~;·:0~~:::::::::::::::::::::: 
Lake City, 'Fla., $35,000 ..................... .. 
Lancaster, Pa., $250,000 ...................... . 
Lebano~~,. Ind., $45,000 ..•.......•..•..••.••.•. 
Lenoir, .N.C., $30,000 .......•.•.•.••••• ..•.•• :. 
Linton, Ind., $35,000 ......................... . 
Long Beach, Cal., $200,000 .......... .......... . 
LumbertonJ~N. C., $30,000 ..•......•••. : ...... . 
_Lyons, N. :x.,S-40,000 .......... .' .......... : .. . 
Madisonville, Ky., S4~}JOO ..........•.•........ 
Manchester, Conn., Sw,OOO ................... . 
Marenfo, Iowa, $30,000 ....................... . 

~~oe~·J~·~:~c-~ ~: :::::::::::::::::::::: 
Montrose, Colo., SISO~OOO ............... : • .•• : . 

Popula-
tum. 

2;072 
2,157 
4,311 
5,032 

47,227 
5,474 
3,364 
5 906 

17;809 
2,230 
4,460 
4,966 

13,641 
I, 786 
4, 034 
3,029 
3,254 ' 

Receipts for Annual 
1915. rental. 

$10, 7(}7; 61 $900 
12,048.85 420 
24,526.51 1,420 
11,203.32 660 

1&5,543. 28 None. 
18,287.34 1,180 
9,827. 27 846 

11,988.51 I, 150 
99,319.04 100 
12,433.98 780 
16,460.72 860 
12,615.03 660 
10,462.38 425 
7,502.33 480 

34,634.82 840 
7,361. 51 450 

17,919.54 1,504 
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Only 2 out of 17 get past Burleson's estimates in the foregoing. 
Remember, he is ~u tained by the Treasury. Not one can he 
built profitably by the Govel.-nment, _according to Treasury esti
mat~s. 

City and amount. 

Mount Airy, N. C., $55,000 ................... . 
Morgan City, La. , $40,000 ..................... . 
Mollhtain Grove, Mo., $40,000 ..•....•••••.•••• 
Mount Olive, N. C:,. $30,000 .................. . 
Mount Vernon, Ina., $40,000 ................. ~ 
Murray, Ky ... ~.ooo ......................... . 
Napoleon, O.nio, $35,000 ...................... . 
Nephi, Utah_, S251000 ...... ................... . 
Newark, D~ s;Ju,OOO ....................... .. 
Newcastle, wyo., ,25,000 .................... .. 
NEnV Martinsville, W.Va., $4D,OOO ... · ........ .. 
Newtonhfgwa, SM,OOO ....... • ................. . 

~~~? N~ Y~S:~ooo:::::::::::: :~::: ::::::: 
Oa-kland, caL, 1650,000 ....................... . 
Oelwien, Iowa, $40,000- •••• -- ....... o " O ....... . 

Oneida, N. Y., ~5,000 ................. ....... . 
Paris, Tex., $170,000 .......................... . 
Passaic, N. l'., $125,000 .................. , .... . 

Popula
tion. 

~~ 
1, 722 
1,071 
5,563 
2,089 
4,007 
2, 759 
1, 913 

975 
2,176 
4,616 
8,.361 
4 619 

141,199 
6,028 
8,317 

11,269 
54,773 

Receipts for Annual 
1915. rental. 

$11,692.02 
8,370. 63 

12,836.07 
5,679.28 

13,233.74 
5, 531.11 

12,854.36 
4, 935.08 

11,388.31 
4, 174.70 

10,538.29 
32,156.54 
26,674.27 
25,257.19 

509,256.09 
16,333.03 
33,153.88 
46,498.&5 

124,972.43 

$860 
960 
960 
420 
600 
240 
660 
96 

1,110 
None. 

622 
1,440 
1,~ 

840 
1,260 
1,900 

----·4;005 

Here the a-rerage is better, but still less than half would be 
passed by Burleson's limit. The limit determined by Treasury 
estimates of propose<l increased expenses would exclude 90 per 
cent of the last 18- items. 

City and amount. 

PiJrcville
1 

Ky., 135,000 ........................ . 
Provincetown, Mass., $30,000 ......•••••.•••••• 

~~'a~e:k:=~~~~~~:: ::::::::::::::: 
Smdersville, Ga., $30,000 ..................... . 
San Bernardino.~, Cal..t $701..~· ...•..•..•••••.•• 
San Fnmcisco~iNxlo~600,uuv .....•..••.•.•••... 

. ~e=y;Jex·; TIL' s30 000~ ::::::::::::::::::::: 
~erllng, Cot;., ~.006 ....................... .. 
St. Johns, Oreg.,SU,OOO ...................... . 
Stuttgart, Ar~ S30,000 .............. ~- ....... . 
Sweet Waie!t Tex., $35,000 ........ ~---------
Sylacanga, .A..La., $30,000 ...................... .. 
Trenton, Mo.z._!!iS,OOO ......................... . 
Tyrone.~, :P.a., ~1<!00-- ...... -- .......... -- .. -.. -
Union l:lprlngs, AJa., $25,000 ... -----·--····--· 

1,280 
4,369 
1,242 
1,059 
2,641 

12,779 
416,912 

3,116 
7,035 
3,0!4 
+,872 
2, 740 
4,176 
1,456 
5656 
7,176 
4,055 

Receipts for Annual 
1915. renta.l. 

$6,149.72 
11,191.78 
5, 466.83 
~062.48 
.,, 855.16 

47,247.08 
a, 324, 489. 34 

10,884.68 
10,372.32 
17,969.35 
6, 751.25 

12,940.02 
14,349.94 

7,256.27 
14,387.87 
98,485.58 

7,027.98 

$332 
824 
190 
398 
600 

1,892 
.. ..... 588 

543 
1, 756 

300 
1,072 

675 
534 

1,020 
;450 

None. 

Some items of profligate waste are enthroned in the 17 items 
last named. Four pass muster limit urged by Burleson. Not 
more tharr one would be justified from Treasury estimates. 

I 
E~tension~ t·emodeling, etc.-Continued. 

City and amount. P~uJa- Receipts for Annual 
on. 1915. rentaL 

Harrisonburg, Va., $60,000 .................... . 
Houlton, Me., $50,01X) ........... .............. . 
Jackson, Miss., 5100,000 ....................... . 
Jefferson City, Mo., $50,000 ................... . 
Kenosha, WIS., $75,000 ....................... . 
Lowell, Mass..:~ $250,000 ....................... . 
Mancheste~, .N.H., S22§}Xl0 ......... ; •••••.... 
M"!"llea_poJJS, M1nn., ·Sloo,OOO .................. . 
~~ ~ont., $35,000 ....•••..••.....•.•.... 
Mobile, AJa..-J $100,000 ........................ .. 
Montchl~t .N. J., $10,000 ...................... . 
No:rfolk, va., $650..z~- • ....................... 
Norristown, Pa., ~5,000 ...................... . 
Oak Park, ill., S150..z~- .................... .. 
PlattsburgJ'i. Y., ~.000 .................... . 
Pottsville, ra., $50,000 ....................... . 
Providen~J R. L1 575,000 ................... .. 
Roanoke, v aA ~7:>,000 ....................... .. 
Sacnunen~ '-'fU., $50,000 .................... .. 
Scranton, ra.i$100,000 ...................... .. 
Shenandooll,_ owa, $40,000 ................... . 
Siuux City, JCJWa, $335,000 .................. . 
Wichita, K1lns., S75}lOO ....................... . 
Williamsport, Pa., 180,000 .................... . 

4,879 $26,92!.45 Non&. 
5,845 24,538; 41 None. 

21,262 114,100.25 $2,068 
11,-850 75,837.05 NOne. 
21,371 9ti,807. 47 None. 

106,294 183,713.79 480 
10,003 170,999.64 None. 

301,408 2, 625, 4M. 86 None. 
12,869 55,833.69 None. 
51,521 175,899.86 3,456 
:0,550 70,910.69 None. 
67,452 408,084. 52' 6,003 
27,87{) 72,230.'S7 None. 
19,444 83,670.5& 830 
11,138 42,110.32 None-. 
20,236 63,719144 None. 

224,326 954,467.14 1,«0 
34,874 174,31&. 84 210 
44,595 437' 816. 28- 1,320 

129,807 543,981.26 2,070 
4,976 68,266.65 None. 

47,828 410, 151.1 .. r36Q 
62,450 331, 003. fiT 1,380 
31,860 176,125.37 ...... ~ ..... 

I See sec. 5, H R. 17052. and miscellaneous list. 

Increase in tlie limit of cos1. 

City and amount. Popula
tion. 

Alexandria, La.,$30,000 ....... ~------~--·----· 11,213 
Bath, M~:.> $10,000............................. 

670
9,396

585 Boston, Mass., $100,000........................ , 
Chicagor m.,. $4~2:101000........... •• • • • • • • • • • • . 2, 447,045 
Coeur d Alene, 1nano, $88,200................. 7,291 
Globe, Ariz.~..J25,000........................... 7, OS3 
Jamestown, N.Dak., $35,000.................. 4,358 
Juneau, Alaska, $300,000 .. :................... 1,644 
Lewistown, Pa., ~000.. .. .. •.... ......... .. . 8,166 
Long !slana City, .N. Y ., 1100,000 ......................... . 
Millville, N. J.1 S25..z...OOO.. ...................... 12,451 
Milwaukee, WIS., west Side, $100,000.......... 373,857 
Narragansett Pier,R. I., $10,000............... 1,250 
Park City, Utah., $10,000 ...... ~............... ;439 
Rocldng~ N. Sz_S5,000.......... •. . . . . • . . . 7-, 155 
Shelbyville, Ky., ~.000...................... 3,412 
Steubenville, OhioJ.~~125,000 ••••..•..•••••• _... 22, 391 
Sunbury, Pa., $40,UtJU.. ....................... r; 770 
Wadesboro, N. C.,!'1000...................... ~"376 
Wilson, N.c., f72luuu......................... u,m 
Yonkers, N.Y., ~1,500....................... 19,803 
York, Pa., $25,000 ......... ~-------·--··------- 44,750 

Receipts for Annual 
1915. rental. 

-~,~~~ 
8, 069, 113. 07 

19, 650, 961. 89 
19,499.84 
22,557.44 
30,749:45 
15,588.00 
19,488.99 
185,891~69 
21,833.01 

1, 680,302. 10 
8,252. 31 
8,002. 91 
8,055.88 

111,044. a! 
64,389.77 
36,932.8! 
6,7M.12 

24,560.94 
158,408.99 
141,704.03 

None. 
None. 

.. .. None: 
None; 

920 
3.11i0 
1,844 

400 
1,420 
3, 333 

::!?one. 

Cfiy and amonn1;. I 
In conclnsion, I otrer the brief estimate of such bills ex-

Popula- Recei~~s for Ann~ p~sed by Representative FITZOORALD, chairman of the .Appro-
/ tlon. 19 "· ren priations Committee, the only chairman of a single impm·tant 

---------------1----+-----1---~ committee of the House who comes from a northern State. On 
Unionvillel ¥o., sao,ooo....................... 2, ooo $6,950. 44 $450 February 17, 1913, he- safd. in debate on-the public-buildings bill, 
Urbana, Onio~,ooo......................... 7,739 22, 967-&5 1,084

850 
as previously stated: 

Vermilion, S. vak.:.z -~,000.. .... .. ... ......... 2,187 13,266.10 
West Plains Mo., l>'IU,OOO..... ................ 2, 914 12,174.25 1,596 I denounce as indefensible this method ot pas:lring a pnblie-buildlng 
Westpoint, Va., $25,000... ... ................. 1,397 5,039.37 None. bill. • • • It can not be defended from any standpoint of public 
WaynesboroLGa., $25,000.... .... ............. 2, 729 7,022. 26 400 necessity. 
Wellington, .Kans., $15,000..... •• . . •. . . •• . . . • . 7, 034 21, on. 98 None. 

In more than 90 per cent of above items it would be more 
economical to continue on present rental basis than to build. 
This is not a proper rule to adhere to in public affairs, but what 
possible defense can be offered to over 80 per cent of the pro
posed Government monuments that fail to pass the limit fixed 
by Burleson and are shown by the Treasury statement to be 

No one ever seriously claims the bill is to meet any " public 
necessity," ·but it is a time-honored bill for meeting hundredJ of 
political necessities. Again I submit a tentative proposition 
that will relieve us from all responsibility for further annoy
ance with petty matters that now aggregate $35,000;000 in the 
1916 bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREAR. Surely. 

wasteful? 
E~tension, remodeling, etc. 

City and amount. Receipts !or 
1915. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 notice the gentleman uses the word "city" 
all through his very interesting address in reference to very 

Annual small towns of 5,000 and under. In the State of ~~w York we 
rental. have no cities of less than 10,000 inhabitants. It would 

Aberdeen, 8. Dak., $60,000 .................. .. 
Aiken, S. C:.r_$75,000 ......... -- .............. . 
Albany N. :r .J $10,000 ...................... .. 
Albert~. M!UD., $50,000 ................... . 

fex~~iaw;·r&~~--:: :::::::::::::::::::: Affantic City, N.J. ,$60,000 ................... · 
Beaver Falls, Pa.,S58l000 .................... . 
Boston~!tfass-, P. 0. & sub.,$250,000 ....... .. 
Butte, ru.ont., $150,000 ...................... .. 
Columbia, Mo.,$12,000 ..... ~ ................ .. 
Decatur, ill. 1 S50,000 ......................... . 
Findlay ... _ Ohio, S50,000 ...................... .. 
FlintJ. M.ich., $100,000' ....................... .. 
Fort l::icott, Kans., ss,ooo ...... __ ............. . 

10, 753 $86,810. 02 
3, 911 13, 818. 85 

100,253 679,4.w. 07 
&, 192 43, 63&. 28 

15,329 36,547.46 
1&, 773 62,818. !H 
46,150 307,308.09 
13, 316 43,718. 35 

670,58& 8,069,113.07 

~:~ 1~~:~~:~ 
31, 140 152, 410. 29 
14, 858 61, 19L 49 
38, 550 124, 574. 58 
10, 463 34' 351. 00 

tSee section 25, H. R. 17052. See Mfscellaneous. 

None. 
$150 

None. 
None. 
Noxm. 
None. 

~:,~': 
23,600 

493 
None. 
None". 
None. 
None. 
None. 

strengthen the gentleman's spee.ch to use the word " village " 
for the small towns. 

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman from New York will find. if he 
cares to examine the report, that some of the towns in the 1916 
bill are under 1,000. I thank him for the suggestion. 

Mr. PLATT. They certainly ought not to be referred to as 
cities. 

Mr. FRElA.R. I cheerfully accept the correction. 
Mr. KELLEY. I did not have the privilege of bearing all of 

the gentleman's address, and I am wondering whether or not he 
has outlined some relief from this system. 

Mr. FREAR. I have offered bill No. 18450, which provides 
relief. It adopted by this Congress, no delay will be incurred in 
<Ueeded public·bulldlng construction and Co.ng11ess- wtll immedi-
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ately escape from a ridiculous and in<lefensible custom. It reads 
as follows: 

A BILL PROVIDING FOR A PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION. 
A commission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Post

mastet· General, and the Attorney General ls hereby created, whose duty 
tt shall be to receive and investigate all appllcatlons tor Government 
public buildings wherever located. The commission may provide rnles 
concerning the size of communities, post-office receipts, and rental paid 
by the Government in determining where public buildings are to be con
structed, and shall determine the character, cost, and plans of every 

pu~l~~ ~~x!~trfs"ion shall annually prepare a report of its findings a..nd 
recommendations, and the same shall be embodied in the teport of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and of the Postmaster General. The ·amounts 
required to provide for the purchase of sites, construction of buildings, 
and purchase of needed equipment shall be included and made a part of 
the regular supply bills submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
Congress. 

I thank you, gentlemen. 
SECRETARY MCADOO PRESE:iTS RlllPORT-ESTIMATES GOVERNMENT 

FINANCES WILL SHOW $115,000,000 BALANCE JUNII 30, 1917-
BIG DEFICIT YEAR LATER. 
Secretary McAdoo's annual report of the Government's fi~ances, 

pres('nted to Congress to-day, estimates that the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1917, will show a balance of $115,000,000 ln the general 
fund, but that the figures a year later, June 30, 1918, will show a 
deficit ln the general fund of ~185,000,000. 

• • • • • • • 
OMNIBUS BILLS Ji'OR BUILDING SHOULD BE DONE AWAY WITH, SECRETARY 

M-'ADOO'S BELIEF. 

An emphatic recommendation that all "pork" be eliminated from 
the public buildings business of the Government is made by Secretary 
McAdoo of the Treasury Department in his annual report. The policy 
of authorizing post offices and Federal buildings in wholesale groups, 
known as " omnibus building bills," he urges should be abandoned, 
and that Congress adopt some other policy whereby buildings shall be 
authorized only in cities and towns where they are justified by the 
needs of the community, and at reasonable cost. 

Thls recommendation is expected to start something in Congress. 
It 1s generally understood that an effort is to be made during tho 
pre~ent session to get through another omnibus bill, carrying appro
priations of about $35,00~,000, mainly for post-office buildings in 
small villages throughout the country. 

In _fact this omnibus building bill was introduced in the House by 
Representative FRANK CLARK, of Florida, last July. At that time 
Mr. CLARK stated that he expected to put the measure through Con
gress at this session. It such an effort is made it will doubtless 
precipitate a spirited fight. 

SOME HAVE LOST TASTE FOR PORK. 

It is well known that many members in both Houses of Congress 
have completely lost their taste for "pork," and w1ll resist to the 
last ditch the passage of the bill in its present form. But should 
the advocates of the measure succeed in forcing it through both 
House and Senate, it fi4 said that the President will veto it. · 

Followlng are extracts from the section of the report of Secretary 
McAdoo dealing with the subject of public buildings: 

"Common sense and business judgment would seem to demand that 
structures for the transaction of Government business should be au
thorized only in localities where they are imperatively needed, and that 
buildings should not be erected where no public necessity can be shown. 
This result could be accomplished by divorcing the public-buildings 
question from all local or polltlca.l considerations and authorizing no 
public _ buildings until a thorough and intelligent investigation of each 
proposed building or projer't has been -made b_y this department and a 
full report thereon has been submitted to the Congress. If such reports 
were followed by the introduction and passage of separate measures to 
cover each proposed building project, the abuses and evils of the 
omnibus-bill method would be eradicated. 

NEEDLESS BUILDINGS ERECTED. 

"I am convinced that the methods pursued by the Congress for the 
past 15 years of providing Federal buildings through so-called omnibus 
public-buildings bills have resulted in the construction of many public 
buildings in small towns and localities where they are not needed, and 
at a cost which is clearly unjustified by any actual requirements of 
the communities in which they are erected. The conclusion is irre
sistible that authorizations for public buildings in these small com
munities are too frequently dictated by local reasons and without regard 
to the best interests of the Government. 

" In the past two decades the Congress has authorized and appro
priated approximately $180,000,000 for public buildings, and the major 
part of this great sum has been expended on costly structures in small 
localities, where neither the Government business nor the convenience 
of the people justified their construction ; and while the initial cost 
of these buildings represents a large waste of public funds, this is not 
the worst of it. The most serious aspect is this: The annual operation 
and maintenance of these buildings impose on the Treasury a perma-
nent and constantly increasing burden." _ 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY NEWTON IS RENDERING VALUABLE SERVICE • . 
Assistant Secr etary Newton, in charge of public buildings, and who 

has made a resolute effort to curtail the waste in construction of need
less buildings, made this further comment on the Secretary's report: 

•· There has never been a time when there was so urgent a need 
for la rge appropriations for public buildings as now. In nearly every 
city and large town the eXisting Federal buildings have been outgrown, 
and both the Government service and the people are sorely in need of 
relief. . 

"But the omnibus bills d~ not provide this relief. The major part 
of the authorizations In these bills are for post offices in country villages 
where every postal facility and convenience are adequately provided 
in r ented quarters, at rental5 ranging from $100 to $1,000 annually, 
whereas the cost of maintaining a Government-owned building averages 
about $4,000 annually. 

CHANGE OE' REFERENCE-MARKETING OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 

l\lr. BOR~D. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
a change of reference of the House resolution 389, directing 
the Federal Trade Commission to investigate and report to the 

House of Representatives the facts relating to the production, 
marketing, and distribution of food products in the United 
States, together with any violations of the antitrust laws -in con
nection therewith, and recommendations for greater economy 
and efficiency in the marketing of food products an<l the pun
ishment and prevention of extortion in the prices thereof, from 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. This request is made because the 
resolution involves a violation of the antitrust laws: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RAINEY) . . The gentleman 
from Missouri asks unanimous consent that House resolution 
389--

Mt'. FARR. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if they expect to report on the 
resolution at this session? 

Mr. BORLAND. I can not speak for the committee, but I 
hope to have a report on it at a very early date. 

Mr. F ARR. It is the gentleman's resolution? 
Mr. BORLAND. I assure the gentleman I hope to have an 

early report on it. -
Mr. FARR. Is it the gentleman's resolution? 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes. ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 

asks unanimous consent that the reference of House resolution 
389 be changed from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce to the Committee on the Judiciary. Is there obpec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

REPORT OF THE SERGEANT AT ARJ.IS (H. DOC. NO. 1448). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the report 
of the Sergeant at Arms to the House of Representatives, which 
was ordered printed and referr~ to the Committee on Accounts. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 43 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned 
until Saturday, December 9, 1916, at ~ o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
·1. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 

report for the fiscal year 1916, showing the amounts expended 
at each school and agency from the appropriation for construc
tion, lease, purchase, repairs, and improvements of school and 
agency buildings (H. Doc. No. 1450) ; to the Committee on In
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
cost account of all moneys, from whatever sburce derived, ex
pended on each irrigation project on Indian reservations, allot
ments, and lands for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1916 (H. 
Doc. No. 1451); to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

3. A ietter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of expenditures on account of the Indian Service for 
the fiscal ye.ar 1916 from the appropriation " In<lush·ial work 
and care of timber" (H. Doc. No. 1452) ; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transJ:pitting a 
statement of the fiscal affairs of all Indian tribes for whose 
benefit expenditures from public or h·ibal funds were made 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1453) ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
detailed report of expenditures made for the purpose of encour
aging industry among the Indians on various reservations dur
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1454) ; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of the cost of all survey and allotment work on In
dian reservations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1916 (H. 
Doc. No. 1455); to the Committee on Indian Affairs and or
dered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
detailed report of the expenditures made for the purpose of en
com·aging industry among the various Indians of the reserva
tions during the fiscal year ended .Tune 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 
1456)'; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. · 

8. A letter fr·om the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report for the fiscal year 1916, relating to the appropriation 
"Indian schools, support, 1916" (H. Doc. No. 1457) ; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
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9. A letter :from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement showing in detail what officers or temployees halVe 
traveled on official business to points outside of the District of 
·Columbia during the :fiscal 'Year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doe 
No. 1458) ; to the 'Oommittee on .Expenditures in the lnterior 
Department and ordered Ito be -printed. 

10 . .A letter from the ·Secretary of the Interior, tramnnltting 
a detailed .statement of .all .expenditures -tr.om 7Maroh 1, 191Jl, to 
June 30, 191.6 (H. Doc. No. 1459) , to the ·Committee on Ex
J>enditures in the .Interior Department and ordered to be 
'J)rinted. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
-an itemized statement of expenditures made by this department 
and charged :to the appropriation " Repairs of buildings, De
partment of Interior, 1916" (H. Doc. No. 1460) ; to the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department and ordered 
to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
nn itemized statement of expenditures made by this department 
and charged to the appropriation " Contingent ~nses, Depart
ment of the Interior, 1916., {H. !Doe. No. 1461); to the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department und ordered 
to be printed. 

:1.3. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting state
'lllent in detail 'Showing iWhat -officers or employees -have traveled 
on official business to points .outside of th'e Distniet of Qolum
bia during the fiscal ~or ended Jtme 30~ 1916 {H. Doe. No. 
1462) ; to the Committee o~ E:xpenditur.es in the Post Office De
partment and ordered to be printed. 

~4. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
memorandum of allownnces granted payable from the -appro
priation for unusual conditions for the ·'.fi:sca'l -year 1916 '(H. Doc. 
No. 1463); to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department and ord:ered to be pi-inted. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmittln:g 
report of J:olm T. Reeves, -speeial superv.isor~ Indian Ser-vice, 
Oll need -of additi:on.Bl.land and ~c:;chool fucilities for the Indians 
living in the State ·af Mississippi ~H. Dec. No. 1.464); to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Attorney General, transmitting annual 
report of the Attorney General of the United. States for the 
year 1916 (H. Doc. N{). 1483) ; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary and -ordered to be pr.inted. 

17. A letter from the cllairman of the 1nterstate Commerce 
Commission, tr-ansmitting thirtieth .annual report ~f the Inter
state {}ommerce Commission (H. Doc. No. 1484); to the Com
mittee ·On Interstate and For-eign Commerce and .ordered te be 
printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting .a 
statement giving the Tequisite dn:formation as to labor-saving 
devi-ces exchanged by the Navy Department the naval servi<:e, 
and the United States Marine Corps for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1465) ; to the Oommittee oo Ap
propriations and 'Ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting re
ports of expenditures of the Pestoffice Department ..for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1466); to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Postoffice Department and ordered to 
be printed. -

20. A letter from the Secretary ·of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed statement of all expenditures under provisions of 
sundry civil act approved July 1, 1916, making appropriations 
for protection, improvement, 1Uld management of nntional 
parks (H. Doc. N~. 1467)-; to the Committee en Expenditures 
in the Interior Department and {)rdered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary -of W a.r, transmitting tabular 
statement setting forth the ·data asked for in House resolution 
274 as shown by _reports furnished by ihe adjutants general of 
the States of Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas (H. Doc. No. 
1468); to the Committee on Militm'y Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers. reports on ,preliminary 
ex:nmination and survey of Savannah Harbor, Ga. (H. Doc. 
No. 1471) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Hnroors and or
·dered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting a 
statement . showing in detail what offi~rs or em;ployees of the 
Library of Ool\gress have traveled to points outside of the 
District of Columbia on official business for the fiscal year 
1916 (H. Doc. No. 1472); to the Committee on the Llln~ary 
and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the ehief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a statement of all judgments rendered by the Court of 

Olaims for the year ended December 2, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1473); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting statement showing the make, model, 
and .serbll number of each machine exchanged during the ftscal 
"Year 1:916 and the period of its 'USe (H. Doc. No. 147~) ; to the 
Comm1ttee on .Appropriations '3.Ild ordered to be printed. 

26. A letter •from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting 
-annual report of the Superintendent ·of the Library Building 
and Grounds for the fiscal year ending June 30. 191'6 (H. Doc. 
No. 1490) ; to the Committee Dn the Library and ordered to .be 
printed. 

27~ A letter .from the Acting Secretazy of the Treasury~ trans
:mttttng statements showing in detail w-hat officers :and em
ployees traveled on official business to points outside of th-e 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year .ended June '80, 1916 
(H. Doc. No. 1475); to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department and ordered to be }lrinted. 

28. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of letter from the superintendent of St. Elizabeth's Hos
pital, transmitting the 1lnancial ·report (H. D.oc. No. 1476) ; ·to 
·the 'Committee on the District of Columbia and ·ordered to be 
printed. 

29 . .A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
of the Adjutant General ot the Army relative to the financial 
and other aifairs of th~ United 'States 'Disciplinary 'Barracks at 
F-ort Leavenworth, Kans., and of the Pacific and Atlrurtic 
branches rthereof, situated, -respectively, on Alcatraz Island, 
Oal., ru1d Governors Island, N. "f'. (H. Doc. No. 147T) ; to the 
Committee on 'Military A.Jra·irs .and ordered to be printed. 

30. A letter from ithe .Secretary of ·the .Interior, tna:nsmitting 
report an irrigation of 1ands of the Shoshone or Wind River 
lleservatlons, including the lands .of .said reservation in Wyn
ming (H. Doc. No. 1478); to the Oom:m1ttee on tlndian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

31. A letter from the ,President o1 the Board of Oommission
-ers of the District of Columbia, transmitting .report of the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia f.or the year ended June 
30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1503); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

32. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting 
report on diversions of Indian funds during the fiscal year 
endea June 30, 1.916 {H. Doc. No. 1504); to the Oommlttee ()ll 

.Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed.. 
33. A letter from the Secretary af the Interior, submitting 

il"eport on hostilities by any tribe of Indians with whlch the 
United Stai:es has treai:y stipulations sinee last r.epott (H. Doc. 
'No. 1505); to the Committee on Indian Mairs and ordered to 
l>e printed. . 

34. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce. trfiDSmitti.ng 
reports of expenditures by the several 'bureaus and divisions of 
the Department ·of Commerce for the fiseal year ended June 30, 
1916 (H. Doc. No. 1506); to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

35. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, -transmitting statement showing the employment 
under :appropria:tion for th~ valuation ef carriers for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1rffl) ; to the ·Committee 
.o-n Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

.36. A letter from the Secretnry of the Navy, transmitting an 
analysis, by ranks and ratings, of the pay and allowances of tl:le 
personnel of the Navy (H. Doc. No. 1508) ; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department and order-ed to be 
printed. 

37. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans
mitting statement of :the expenditures of ±he Coast Guard for 
the fisea.l year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1509); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

38. A letter from .the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
the !report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health Service 
for the fiscal year 1916 -(H. Doc. No. 1493); to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Oommerce and ordered to be printed. 

39. A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, transmitting a statement of expenditures 
made from the appropriations for contingent expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1510); to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

40. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans
mitting a report showing each exchange of typewriters, adding 
machines, und -other similar labor-saving devices during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1511); to the Com
mittee l()n Appropriations .and ordered to be printed. 
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41. A letter from the Secretary· of the Io:terior transmitting Harru~n. Berdan v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1527); to 

a r eport showing th~ ID'version. of appropriations far the pay. of the Committee on War Ola.ims and ordered to be printed. _ 
specified employees in the- Indian Service for the fiscRl yem: 58. A. letter from the· assistant clerk of the Court of ~ 
ended June 30, 1916. (H. Doc~ No 1512) : to the Committee .on transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Indian Affairs and ovdered to be· printed. · Harvey F~ Woods v. The. United States (H. Doe No. 1528); to 

· 42. A Iett~ from. the Secretary of the· In terit>r., b"'Dlsmi tting the Committee on War Cla:ims and ot'dered to, be printed. . 
a detailed report of expenditures made from the. tribal fund-s oi 59. A letter .from the assistant clerk of .the Comt of Claims, 
the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians (H. Dec. No. 1513) ;. · transmitting a copy oi the findings of the court in the case of 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordeued to, be- printed. L:u.tbet: S. Trowbridge v. The United States (H.. Doc.. No. 1529) ; 

43. A letter from the Secretary of the. Interi-or; bransmitting t.o the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
a detailed report of the expenditures made. in making per capita 6()1 A. . letter fr<>.m the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
payments to the Ap.achef Kiowa, a.nd Cm:nandle In.Qians: duro-- b..-ansmitting a. eopy of the findings o:f the court in tile case of 
ing the fiscal year ended Jun~ 30, 1916, (H. Doc-~ No., 15114) ~to · Daniel T. Wellington v. The United Stat-es- (H. Doe. No. 1530) ; 
the Committee. on Indian Affairs and ordered _to· be ~.rinted. to the Committee on War Claoos and o-rdered to be printed. 

44. A letter from the Secretary Qf tbe Interi-ot:, tl'ansmitting 6L A l-etter from the chi>Cf clerk of the Court of Claims. 
a detailed report of the expenditures ma-de f.or the' J;lUrehase of transmitting' a copy of the findings- of the court in the case ot 
ea:ttle for the benefit of: the Indians on the-Standing Rock Indian ' Thomas F. DavenPQrt v: '!'he- United States (H._ Doc. No. 1531); _ 
Reservation, in North Dakota: and So-uth! Dakota, during the to the Committee oa War' Claims and ordered to be printed. 
fiscal year ended J.une- 30, 1916 ~H. Doc. No. 15_15-) ;, to- the Com- 62., A letta- from the- ehle:! elerk of th~ Court -of Claims, trans-
:otittee- on lndian Affairs a.I.ld ordered to be printed. milling, a cnpy of the findings of the rourt in the case of Sarah 

45. A letter from tn.e Seeretacy of the Inteliar, tJTansmitting A. Cosgrove, widow e:f Hugh J. Cosgrove, decea;sed, 11. The 
a detailed repert of expenditures ma-de for the· purehase: of cat- United States (H. Doc. No. 1532} ; to th~ Committee on War 
tie for the: N-orthern Cheyenne Iruliuus on the. Tangue River Clait:ns and ordered to. be printed. 
Reser.vation in Montana, during the fiscal year- endedl Juae 30:, 63. A letter f.rO<m the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans.-
1916 (IL Doc. No1 15Hl-); to the· Committee on Indian Mairs mitting a copy of th.e findings af the eourt in th-e case of .James 
and ordered to be· printed. H. Chaffin v. The United States (H Doc. No. 1533); to the 

46. A letter from the Secretruey- of Warr trausmittiag a: stat-e- I Committee on War Claims and ondered to be printed. 
ment showing in. detail what o:fficers and emplo~ees have 64. A letter from the chief d.erk of the Court of Claims. trans
traveled on official business from, '\'Vashingto.n to :points· outside : mltting a -e.opy; &.f tbe findings of the COlll't in the case of Ferdi
of the District of Columbia during· the fiscaL year ended June nand Btn"{!h v. The U1lited States (IL Doe. No. 1534); to the 
SOi 1916 (H Doc~ No .. 1511'}!; to the Committee on Expenditw:es Committee on WaT Claims and ordered to be printed. 
in the War Department and ordered to be printed. - 65. A letter- from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,. trans-

47. A letteJJ from too Superintendent of Library Building and mi.tting a eopy of the tindlngs of the court in the case of Wil
Grounds, tra.nsmitting certain information relative: to. travel liam P. &~dus v. The United States ~H. Doc. No. 1Q35.); to 
from Washington, D_ 0., in connection with the offirla.J: business the CommLttee on War Claims, a11d ordered to be printed. 
of this offiee dwing; the fiscali I'en.Ji 1.9-16~ (H. Doc. Nil.. liD-S~· to 66., A letter fr~m the. ehief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
the Committee on the· Libra1·y and. ordered_ to be printed. transmitting a. copy of the findings. of the court in the- case of 

48. A letter from. the Secretary of the Interi-or~ transmitting Richnd L. Allbntain. V; The United States (H. Do.e. No. 1536) ; 
& detailed report of expenditu:res mrule' for the pu:I'J}Ose of to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be- printedL 
encouraging ind11Stty- and self-suiJpo~;t among the· Indians on. the 6:Z. A !etten froon the chief clerk of the &urt of Claims, 
Tongue River Reservation, in Montana. during, th-e fiscal year tnan:smitting_ a copy of the findings ot the court in the case of 
ended June 30, 1916 (H. Doe. N-<k 1519); to. the Committee, on Lee B. Slaten, son of Benjamin F. Slaten, deceased, v. The 
Imlian Affairs and ordered to be-printed. United States (H.. Doc. No. 1537); to the Committ~ on War 

49. A letter from the Seeretary ot the Inte1ior.,_ transmitting Olaims and ordere4 to be printed.. . 
a statement of the expenditures for the fiscal yew: ended Juoe , 68. A letter from the ehl.eii clerk of the Court of Cla~. 
SO, 1916, of money carried on the books ef this. department under 'b.'ansmitting a eopy of the findings of tlae coU'I't in the case, ot 
the caption "·Indian money, proceeds of- labor" (H. Doc. NQ., 

1 

Marien A. Shafer v. The United States (H. Doe. N~. 1538); to 
1520); to the Committee on. Indian Affairs- and ordered to be. the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
printed. 69. A letter: from the chief clerk of the Gourt of Claims, 

50. A letter from t11e Secretary of the Interior. transmitting transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case o! 
a report of an moneysr eoU~ted and depQsited during the fiscal Louise Schweitz..&·,. widow of Gottlieb Schweitz-e~:, deceased, v_ 
year ended June 30, 1916, unde!l the appropriation "Determin- The United States (H. Doc. No. 1539); to the Committee on. 
ing heirs- of deceased Indian allottees (H. Doe. No. 1521); to 'Var Claims and ordered to, be printed. 
the Committee on Indi:m Affairs- and ordered to be printed. \ 70. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 

51. A Iette:u from the Secretany of the Interio.t, transmitting transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case ef 
a report for the fiscaJ.. year ended June 30 1916. showing ex- William H. Rose, son and sole heir of W.illiam B. Rose~ de
changes made by this department and. its several bureaus and ceased, 'U.. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1540); to the Com-
offices of type-writers, adding machines, .and other similar labor- . mittee- on War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 
saving device& (_H. Doc. No. 1522); to the Committee on Appro- 71. A letter from the chief_ clerk of. the Ceurt of Claims, 
priations and ordered to be printed. transmitting a. copy of the findings of the court tn the case of 

52. A Iettru.· from the Secretary of the· Interior, transmitting, Cynthia M.: Rober~ widow of Mru·cus F. Roberts... deceased, v. 
a. report of ex:nenditures from the-perlllftJlent fund of the Sioux Tlie United States. (H.. Doc. No. 1541) ; to the Co-mmittee on. 
Indians during the fiscal year ended June 30, 19~6 (H. Doc. War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
No. _1523); to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered. to· · 72. A letter from the cllief_clerk of the Court ef Claims, trans
be printed. ; mitting a copy: or the findings of the court in the case of Ma-

GS. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting linda Pan.Ie.y, widow of Shadle R. Eauiey~ deceased, -v. The 
a t1etailed report of expenditures for the· :tellef of distress and United States (H. Dec. No. 1542); to the Committee on War 
prevention of diseases, among . Indians. on. account of the con~ Claims and ordered to oe printed.. -
struction of' hospitals (H. Doc. No. 1524); tOJ the Committee on 73. A letter from the. chief- clerk of the Court of Claims •. trans-
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. · mitting a copy- of the: findings of tile court in the, case of Walter 

54. A lette1·· from the Secretary of the Int-erior,, h-ansmitting R. Parker v. The Unitea States (H. Doc. No. 1543) ; to. the Com
tifteenth annual ~:eport ot the R-ecl-amation. Service (H. Dee. mittee on War Claims and. ordered to be printed. 
No. 1479); to the Committee on Irrigation of Ar.id Lands, and 'l4~ A-letter from the chief clerk of the Cow·t of Claims, trans-
oruered to be .Qrinte.d. 1 mitting a copy o.1i the fiil.dings of the court in the case of Frank 

55. A letter from the assistant clerk of the- Court. of Claims, 
1 
S~ Nickerson v. The United States. (H.. Doe. No. 1544) ;_ to the 

b:ansmitting a copy of the findings of the cou1·t_ in the case of Committee on Wa1: Claims and ordered to be printed. • 
,Warren W. Barnes- v. The United Stutes. (H.. Doc. No. 1525) ; "to' · _ 'Ui A letter from. the chi-ef clerk of th.e Court of Claims, trans
the Committ-ee on War Claims and ordeced to. be printed. mitting a copy of the findingS of the cou:rt in the case of Sarah 

56. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, J. McAleer~ widow ol Hugh. McAleer, decease<L, v. The United 
transmitting_ a copy o£ the findings of the court ln. the case of States_ (H. Doc. No. 1-545) ; to the Cemmittee on. War Claims 
Martha A. Boren,, widow. of Solomon V. Bor~ deceased, v~ The and ordered to be printed. . · 
United States (H. Doc. No 15'26) ; to the Committee on War 76~ A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
_Clu.ims and1 ordered to be printed. . !l1itting, a copy .of. the findings of the court in the case of wn~ 

57: A letter from the assistant clerk of' tne Court of Claims, nam L. 1\Htchell v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1546); to 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case o:f the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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77. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Levi L. 
Martz v. The. United States (H. Doc. No. 1547) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

78. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Lorenzo 
S. Knox v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1548); to the Com· 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

79. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jane 
M. Kennedy, widow of James Kennedy, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1549) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. _ 

80. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
H. Kellison v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1550) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. . 

81. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Mary 
Litherland, widow (remarried) of John A. Jordan, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1551) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

82. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court Qf Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Edwin 
S. Hill v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1552); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

83. A letter from the chief clerk of' the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Edgar 
L. Hendricks et al., children and sole heirs of William C. Hen
dricks, decea.sed, v. The United States . (H. Doc. No. 1553) ; to 
the Committee orl War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

84. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case Df Enoch 
H. Gurney v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1554); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

85. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the·case of Patrick 
De Lacy v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1555); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

86. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John 
Spearow v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1556) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

87. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Horace 
F. Stevens, son of Benjamin F. Stevens, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1557) ; to the Committee on 'Var Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

88. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Peter 
Thompson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1558); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

89. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry J. 
Thompson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1559) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

90. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Daniel 
W. Turnure v. The United States (H. Doc. No. i560) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

91. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 'Vii
Ham M. Ware v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1561) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

92. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Wil
liam l\1. Watts v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1562) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

93. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
P. ·wheatley v. The United States {H. Doc. No. 1563); to the 
Committee on 'Var Claims and ordered to be printed. 

94. A letter from the chief clerk of the. Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jeffer
son White v. The United States {H. Doc. No. 1564) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

95. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Carl 
Williams, son of John M. Williams, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1565) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

96. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 

Clara W. Ferguson, daughter of Charles W. Anderson, de~ 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1566) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

97. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
William H. Angel, son of Charles A. Angel, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1567) ; to the Committee on \Var 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

98. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Martha J. Babcock, widow of Edwin F. Babcock, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1568); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

99. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims,· 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ca. e of 
Edwin L. Barber, son of Epaphras L. Barber, deceased, -c. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1569); to the Committee on 'Val~ 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

100. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the cas~ of 
Benjamin F. Lisk v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1570); to 
the Committee on \Var Claims and ordered to be printed. 

101. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Charlotte J. Husted, widow of Henry Husted, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1571) ; to the Committee on 'Var 
Cl~ims and ordered to be printed. 

102. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Dott N. Hill, widow of George W. Hill, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1572); to the Committee on 'Var Claims and 
ordered to be printed. -

103. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John D. Spragins v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1573); to 
the Committee on War Olalms and ordered to be printed. 

104. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Comt of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Leroy Rogers v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1574); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

105. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Jolin P. Robertson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1575) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

106. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Seberiano Rivera v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1576) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

107. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ca e of 
Joseph Ray v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1577); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

108. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ca e of 
Thomas C. Underwood, administrator of William Randolph, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1578) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed; 

109. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ca e of 
John C. Porter v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1579); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

110. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
William N. Peet v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1580) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

111. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Comt of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John W. Patton v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1581) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

112. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case .of 
William L. McGrew anu David McGrew, sons of John B. Mc
Grew, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. 1582); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

113. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Thomas L. Moss, executor of John Moss, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1583) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

114. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claim~1 transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case 0.1; 
Edmund R. Loughry, Josiah Loughry, and Stanard Loughry, 
sons and sole heirs of Matthew Loughry, decease<l, v. The Unitcu 
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States (H. Doc. No. 1584) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

115.· A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case o:f 
Frederick Lanbrecht v. The United ~ates (H. Doc. No.1585); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

116. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Clail:ns, 
tran mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
C. Edgar Sutplien and John W. Osborne, executors of George L. 
Begbie, deceased, v. Tbe United States (H. Doc. No. 1586); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

117. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Olaims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
J'udah Howard, widow of William G. Howard, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. N{). 1587) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

118. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Belle Palmer, widow of David G. Palmer, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1588) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

119. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mabel S. Wilson, daughter of Charles E. Stivers, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1589); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

120. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mary C. Turner, widow of Matthew H. Turner, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1590); to the Committee on 

· War Olaims and ordered to be printed. 
121. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of. Claims, 

transmitting a copy of the findings of the com·t in the case of 
Vashti Crawford, daughter of John L. Woodward. deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doe. No. 1591); to the Committee on War 
Claims and o1·dered to be printed. 

122. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
De Witt C. Alford, administrator of Charles B. Alford, deceased, 
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1592) ; to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

123. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of tha findings of the court in the case of 
Fred Von Baumbach v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1593); 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

124. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of tbe court in the case of 
Charles H. Dunihue v. The United States (H. Doc.. No. 1594); 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

125. A letter from the chief clerk of the Caurt of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Willison C. Hall v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1595) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

126. A letter from the chle:f clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John C .. Delaney v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1596) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

127. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Oba
diah M. Knapp v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1597) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

128. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trAns
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jacques 

'Kalt v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1598); to the Committee 
on Wa~Claims and ordered to be printed. 

129. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Par
melia A. Jackson Roberts, wi-dow (remarried) of James S. Jack
son, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1599)·; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

130. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Arthur 
H. Humiston v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1600) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

131. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting-a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jacob 
H. Houser v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1601) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

132. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trnns
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Mabel 
Henderson and Mary H. Fletcher, daughters and sole heirs of 
William P. Henderson, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. 
No. 1602); to the Committee on War Olaims and ordered to be 
printed. 

133. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Samuel 
H. Haynes v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1603) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. . 

134. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Maria 
M. Gray, widow of ·Henry H. Gray, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1604) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
O"l'dered to be printed. 

135. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Victoria 
J. Golden, widow o:f William H. Golden, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1605); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

136. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of tllaims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Eugene 
H. Gipson, grandson of Cyrus B. Gipson, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1606); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

137. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Agnes 
Gillies, widow of Donald Gillies, deceased, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 1607) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

138. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John P. 
Gibbs v. The United States (H. Doc. 1608) ; to the Committee on 
War Claims- and ordered to be printed. 

139. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
L. Gegner v. The United StateS (H. Doc. No. 1609) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

140. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of E. Ward 
Frank v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 1610) ; to the Commit· 
tee on War Claims and .ordered to be printed. 

141. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Cathe
rine Fleming, widow of John M. Fleming, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1611) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

142. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Lizzie 
Flagg, daughter of Henry G. Flagg, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1612); to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

143. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Bour
bon Bank & Trust Co., administrator of Joseph Fithian, de
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1613) ; to the Com
mittee on War Olaims and ordered to be printed. · 

144. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Martiil 
G. Fields v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1614) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

145. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of. the court in the case of Leander 
Ferguson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1615); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

146. A letter from the chief clerk af the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sarah J. 
Failor, widow of Benjamin M. Failor, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1616); to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

147. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, n".ans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ~ase of Lewis 
Eiler v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1617) ; to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be p-rinted. 

148. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sarah F. 
Kessner, widow (remarried) of Thomas J. Dugan, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1618); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be p-rinted. 

149. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Florence 
J. Dodge, widow of Jonas G. Dodge, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1619); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

150. A letter from the chief clerk of tlie Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of IDrnes
tlne Deutsch, widow of William Deutsch, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1620); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

151. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Ch:;trles 

' 
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L. Defose v. Tlle Uniteu States (H. Doc. No: 1621) ; to tl1e Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

152. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John P. 
Decker v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1622) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

153. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Mar
garet J. Cord, widow of Henry B. Cord, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1623) ; to the Commitfee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

154. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Eliza
beth Howarth, daughter of Daniel J. Cline, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1624) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

155. A letter from the chief clerk of the CouTt of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of•the court in-the case of Edwin 
L. Clark v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1625) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

156. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Ketmah 
E. \Vood et al., children and sole heirs of Stephen F. Ball, de
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1626); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

157. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
P. Aikens v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1627) ; to the Com
mittee on \Var Claims and ordered to be printed. 

158. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
.mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John P. 
St. John v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1628); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

159. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
R. Putnam v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1629); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

160. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Allison 
J. Pliley v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1630); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

161. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Francis 
1\f. Magee v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1631) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. ' 

162. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of ·william 
E. Woodruff v. The United States {H. Doc. No. 1632) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

163. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James S. 
Wright v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1633) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

164. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Ralph 
H. Thompson, executor of George \V. Thompson, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1634) ; to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 

165. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Peter H. 
Pierson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1635) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

166. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry F. 
Leib v. The United States (H~ Doc. No. 1636) ; to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

167. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
W. Travers, executor of George W. Travers, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1637) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

168. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Charles 
D. Todd v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1638); to the Com
mittee O!l War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

169. A letter from tlle chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Milton 
Thompson v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1639) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

170. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Philander 
Talbot v. The United States (H. Doc."No. 1640); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

171. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Daniel 

Stlllivn.n v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1641) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

172. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
Steele v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1642); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

173. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Edward 
S. Salomon v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1643); to the Com .. 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. , 

174. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans• 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Park W. 
Smith et al., brother and sisters of James W. C. Smith, de
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1644) ;_ to the Com• 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

175. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
W. 0. Smith v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1645) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

176. A letter from the chief Clerk of the Court of Claims, trans· 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Zenas 
B. Shipman v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1646) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

177. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Austin 
A. Scott v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1647); to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.. , 

178. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the com·t in the case of Alice 
C. Sawyer, widow of Frederick A. Sawyer, deceased, v. The 
United States {H. Doc. No. 1648) ; to the Committee on War · 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

179. A letter_ from the chief clerk of the Court of Olaims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court 1n the case of Lemuel 
Saviers v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1649); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

180. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
H. Ruple v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1650) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

181. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Rachel 
B. Purdy, widow of George H. Purdy, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1651); to the Committee on \Var Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

182. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry 
Purcell v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1652); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

183. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the cmu·t in the case of William 
W. Pate v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1653) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

184. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
H. Newlin v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1654) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. , 

185. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sophy 
G. Clark, executrix of David B. McCreary, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1655); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

186. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findillgs of the court in the case of Albert 
G. Lewis v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1656) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printe<l. 

187. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Amelia 
King, widow of Prettyman King, deceased, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 1657); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

188. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Clai.ms, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sarnh P ~ 
Jenkins, widow of John H. B. Jenkins, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1658) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

189. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Wiley S .. 
Holland v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1659); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printe<l. 

190. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans· 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Shad
rach T. Harris .v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1660); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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191. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-

-mitting a copy Qf the findings of the court in the case of Judea G. 
Davison, widow of Austin S. Davison; deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc.- No. 1661) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

192 . . A letter from the· chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy · of the findings of the court in the case of W. H. 
Graham, administrator of Milton Graham, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1662) ; to the Committee on· 'Var 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

193. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of David R. 
Connard v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1663) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

194. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Harrison 
Clark v. The United States- (H. Doc. No. 1664) ; to the Com
nJ.ittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

195. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Simon 
Lyon, administrator of William T. Chapman, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1665); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

196. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court . in the case of Charles 
M. Carter v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1666); to the Com
mittee on War Olaims and ordered to be printed. 

197. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James L. 
Carpenter v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1667) ; to the Com
mittee on War Olaims and ordered to be printed. 

198. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
A. Stinson, administrator of Tilford N. Bruner, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1668) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. . 

199. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
,V. Brown v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1669); to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 

200. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Austin 
L. Abbott v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1670); to the Com
Ii'Iittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

201. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Olaims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Alice W. 
Rash, daughter of Humphrey W. Woodyard, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1671) ; to the Committee on . War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

202. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims. trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John H. 
Wood v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1672) ; to the Commit
tee on War Claim and ordered to be printed. 

203. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Ira E. 
Starks v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1673) ; to the Commit
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

204. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy. of the findings of the court in the case of Henry 
Ziesing v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1674) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

205. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
H, Yundt v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1675); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

206. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Victor 
Wolf v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1676); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

207. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court. of Claims, trans
mi. tting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jacob 
R. Witmer v. The United States (J;I. Doc. No. 1677) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

~08. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
'Vilmington 11. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1678) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

209. A letter from the c~ef clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Oscar 
D. Williamson, son and one of the heirs of Eleazer Williamson, 
ueceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1679); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

210. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case· of Henry 

Wiley v. The United States (H .. Doc. No. 1680) ; to the Com• 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

211. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans• 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Henry 0~ 
Wheeler v. The United States (H. Doc. :No. 1681); to the Com~ 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

212. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Thomas 
C. Weaver v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1682); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

213. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Helen T .. 
Tyler, widow of Thomas E. Tyler, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1683) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

214. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy Qf the findings of the court in the case of Samuel 
E. Tubbs, S(;m of Samuel S. Tubbs, ,deceased, ;v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 1684); to the Committee on War Claims and or
dered to be printed. 

215. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
·mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph L~ 
Thomas v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1685) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

216. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans~ 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
B. Thomas v. The United States (H. ' Doc. No. 1686); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

217. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the com·t in the case of Mary 
E. Taylor, daughter and sole heir of John W. Taylor, deceased, 
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1687); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

218. ·A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Isaac N .. 
Taylor v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1688); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

219. A letter from the chief clerk of the Com·t of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Hobart 
M. Stocking v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1689) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

220. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasm·y, re
questing that the estimates of appropriations for the office of 
the Auditor for the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1918, be modified by striking out certain words 
(H. Doc. No. 1469) ; to the Committee on .Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, A.!'\TD MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were _introduc_ed and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 18374) to provide for an 

examination and survey of Elizab~th River, Va., including ap
proaches thereto, with a view to inci·easin·g the width of the 
channel, and also the depth of the channer to 40 feet from above 
the navy yard to the sea; to the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A. bill (H. R. 18375) prescribing a rule 
of evidence in certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 18376) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SWIFT -(by request) : A bill (H. R. 1837.7) to in• 
corporate the United States Platinum Corp01'ation and to aid 
in the development of the mineral resources of Alaska, and for 
ot11er purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 18378) to create a commis
sion on illiteracy to be known as the American illiteracy Com· 
mission ; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. .18379) to authorize a re
port upon the necessity for certain bridges on the Navajo In
dian Reservation, Ariz.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 18380) to investigate the con:: 
dition of Indians living in Louisiana; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. , 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 18381) to authorize officers of 
the National Guard called into the service of the United States 
for duty on the 1\lexican border Ju.ne 18, 1916, or subsequently, 
who were under 3.0 years of age at the time of said call, to take 
the examination for provisional second lieutenants in the Regu· 
lar Army under certain conditions; to the Committee on Mili
~ary Affairs. 
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By 1\fr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 18382) to regulate the weight 
of bread sold in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 313) au
thorizing an investigation into the expenditure of money by 
committees, persons., :ftr,ms, associations, nnd corporations to 
influence or to attempt to influence the result o! the election of 
November 7, 1916, in respect to the election of the President ot 
the United States or of any Member of the United States Senate 
or House of Representatives ; to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress-. 

By Mr. TINKHAl\1: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 314) invit
ing the people of the United States to visit the District of Co
lumbia during the week of February 26 to March 4, 1917, to view 
the Capitol and inspect an exhibition of the various activities 
of the Government service ; to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
fl.D.d Expositions. , 

By :Mr. BARNHART: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
65) authoriZing the printing of the journal of the national en
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS: 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills and resolutions 

wer·e introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (R. R. 18383) granting an increase of 

pension to Emma S. Phelps; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BARNHART: A blll (H. R. 18384) granting an in

crease of pension to Mary Cronk; to the Committee on Invalid 
PeDSiOIJS. - • 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 18385) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18386) granting an increase of pension to 
Elsie A.. :M:ahana ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18387) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia A. Henderson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 1~) granting a pension to 
Benjamin Griffith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18389) granting a pension to Joe Emmet 
Reyman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18390) :granting a pension to William H. 
Andry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18391) granting a pension to Scott Farmer, 
dependent child of Ell Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 18392) granting a pension to 
John Avery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 18393) granting an in
crease of pension to Edward S. Ragan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 18394) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert C. Cowell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. • 

By Mr. FAIRCHil1D: A bill (H. ·R. 18395) granting an in
crease of pension to Chester P. Tryon; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18396) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Quinby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18397) granting a pension to Ethel Borden ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 18398) granting a pension to 
Henry Graf; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 18399) granting a pension to Ma..ry D. 
Holgate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18400) granting a pension 
to Sarah Robinson ; to th.e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18401) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Henry T. Shafer; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 18402) granting an increase 
of pension to William W. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 184.03) for the relief 
of the heirs of John Kensler; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18404) granting a pension to Irvin L. Cllf
fOI'd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ALso, a bill (H. R. 18405) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Shepler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18406) granting an increase of pension 
to 'Villiam H. Stevens ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 18047) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Scharbrough; to th~ Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 18408) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 18409) granting an increase of pension to 
David McQuinney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HA.MLIN: A bill (H. R. 18410) granting a pension to 
Amanda L. Dodson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KE~ of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18411) granting an in
crease of pension to Isaac Blackburn; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841.2) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Lamb; to th.e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18413) granting an increase of pension to 
John Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18414) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion E. Harris ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18415) granting a pension to Ethan H. 
Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18416) granting a pension to Louis F. 
?tfoebus ; to the Committee on Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18417) granting an increase of pension to 
David E. Rench; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 18418) granting an in
crease of pension to John E. Packard; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 18419) granting an in· 
crease of pension to Harry L. Wilson; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 18420) granting a pension to 
Anna Courtney ; to- the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18421) to reimburse Robert Reid and 
Oharles C. Eckliff, United States local inspectors of steamboats, 
for defending themselves on account of their arrest and prose
cution growing out of the steamer FJastland disaster on the 
Chicago River July 24, 1915; to the Committee- on Claims. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 18422) granting a pen
sion to Frank Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill t H. R. 18423) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank 1\I. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18424) granting an increase of pension to 
1\Iargaret Ill. Fickle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18425) granting 
a pension to Katharine Schellschmidt ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18426) granting an increase of pension to 
George 0. Sausser; to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill {H. R. 18427) for the relief of Kate A. Wallace; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 18428) granting an in
crease of pension to Anthony Lafor; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18429) for the relief of former Postmn.ster -
Clemens Leaf; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R.18430) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. · 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 18431) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth C. Archibald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 18432) for the relief of Wells 
C. McCool ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 18433) for the relief of the heir 
at law of A.. Beemer, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 18434) granting a pension to 
Sim J. Hyder ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18435) granting a pension to Samuel Evans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18436) granting an increase of pension 'to 
Alexander H. McQueen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R~ 18437) granting 
an increase of pension to Ruth M~ Hoag ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18438) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 18439) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
I. G. Bugbee, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 18440) for the relief of the 
P"eoples Bank of Bloomington., McLean County, TIL; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERL.Al\TD: A bill (H. R. 18441) gr.anting an in
crease of pension to Benjamin Taylor; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Olerk's desk and referred as follows : 
' By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany House bill 

17515, for relief of John "\Vharton ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 



1916.; CONGRESSIOK ~-\.L RECORD-SEN ATE~ 135 
By Mr. CRISP: Petition of 0. S. Reese and others relative 

to extension of eight-hour law; to the Committee on~terstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of members of the Theosoph
ical Sor.it•ty of Rochester, N. Y., p1·otesting against deportation 
of women from northern France; to the Committe~ on Foreign 
Affairs. · · 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers in support of House bi1117$84, grant
ing an increase of pension to Silas L. Taylor ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. F ARR: Memorial of directors of the Chamber of Com· 
merce of McKeesport, Pa., favoring the improvement of national 
highways ; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, memorial of American National Live Stock Association, 
Denver, Colo., relative to State regulation of railroad rates, etc.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Rome, Ga., 
favoring embargo on food products; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Peter Van Schaack & Sons, of 
Chicago, Ill., for 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of Board of Selectmen of 
Groveland, Mass., favoring the placing of an embargo on the 
export of wheat and other foodstuffs and urging the public 
ownership of coal mines and railroads ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · 
- Also, memorial of Board of Selectmen of Ipswich, Mass., 
urging an investigation of the high cost of living; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany House bill 4219, a 
bill to increase pension of Louis L. Stafford; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Evidence supporting House bill17695, 
for the relief of William L. Wiles; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of Municipal Council of Lowell, 
Mass., for investigation of high cost of living; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of employees in the maintenance-of-way de
partment of American railways for an eight-hour day; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Branch No. 19, National Asso
ciation of Letter Carriers, urging an increased appropriation 
for letter carriers' salaries ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Dec_embm~ 8, .1916. 

The Chapl.».,in, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following pr~er : 

Almighty God, the King of Kings, the Lord of Lords, Thou 
dost preside with uncontrolled authority and power over the 
destiny of the nations of the earth. We believe Thou hast laid 
Thy hand upon us and given us a place among the nations. Thou 
hast lavished upo:1 us with a prodigality of love and mercy that 
amazes the world the gifts of Thy grace and of Thy providence. 
We pray that Thou mayst lead us forth with a message to the 
world and an influence upon the governments of earth. We pray 
that we may take forth with us the inspiration of Thy spirit 
and of Thy truth that all our work begun, continued, and ended 
in Thee may accomplish the Divine purpose and plan in our 
national life. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM MASSACHUSETTS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the certificate of the governor of Massachusetts certifying to 
the election of HENRY CABoT LoDGE as a Senator from that State 
for the term of six years beginning March 4, 1917, which will 
be inserted in the RECORD and placed on the files. 

The certificate was ordered to be placed on the files of the 
Senate, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS. 
To the PRESID-ENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of November, in the year of 
our Lord 1916, HENRY CABOT LODGE was duly chosen by the qualified 
votP-rs of said Commonwealth a Senator to represent the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts in the Senate of the United States· for the term of 
six years commencing on the 4th day of March, A .. D. 1917. -

Witness his excellency Samuel W. McCall, our governor, and our great 
seal hereunto affi.xed at Bo:>ton, this 6th day of December, in the year 

of our Lord 1916, and of the independence of the United States of 
America the one hundred and forty-first. 

[Sl!IAL] . SAMUEL W. McCALL. 
By his excellency the governor. 

.ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
_ Secretary_ of the Oommonwealth. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I have received a duplicate 
copy of the credentials of my colleague, .which I ask may be 
received and placed on the files of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 
be taken. 

SENATOR FROM MONTANA. 

Mr. WALSH. I present the certificate of election of Hon·.
HENRY L. MYERs, elected from the State of Montana a Senator 
fo~ the term beginning March 4, 1917. _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials will be printed ill 
the RECORD and placed on file. 

The credentials are as follows : 
To the PRESIDENT OF THl!l SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES : 

This is to certify·that on the 7th day of November, 1916, HENRY L, 
MYERS was duly chosen by the qualified electors of the State of Mon
tana a Senator from said State to represent said State 1n the Senate 
of the United States for the term of six years beginning on the 4tb; 
day of March, 1917. 

Witness his excellency our governor, S. V. Stewart, and our seal 
hereto affixed at Helena this the 4th day of December, in the year of 
our Lord 1916. · 

(SEAL.] 
By the governor. 

S. V. STEWART, Governor. 

A. M. ALDERSON, 
Becreta.ry ot State. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. -President, I desire to state in this con:. 
nection that my colleague [Mr. MYERS] is detained from the 
Senate on account of illness and that he will not be able to 
attend the sessions 9f the Senate for some time. 

REPORT OF THE RECLAMATION SERVICE (H. DOC. NO. 1479). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica• 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the fifteenth annual report of the Reclamation Service,. 
which was referred to the Committee on In-igation and Reclama· 
tion of Arid Lands and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOOUMENTS (H. DOC. NO. 17 0 6) • 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica• ' 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a statement showing the documents received and dis· 
tributed during the fiscal year ended June SO, 1916, which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing and ordered to be printed~ 

FREEDMEN'S HOSPITAL (H. DOC. NO. 1690), 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica• 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a detailed statement from the surgeon in chief of the 
Freedmen's Hospital of expenditures for professional and other 
services for the fiscal year ended June SO, 1916, which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro" 
priations and ordere.d to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec, 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement 
of receipts and expenditures on account of pay patients received 
into the Freedmen's Hospital during the fiscal year ended June 
SO, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 1691), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPAIRS OF BUILDINGS (H. DOC. NO. 1460). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica". 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, an iteniized statement of expenditures made by the 
Interior Department and charged to the appropriation" Repairs 
of buildings, Department of the Interior, 1916," for the fiscal 
year ended June SO, 1916, which was referred to the Committee. 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT. EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (H. DOC. 
NO. 1461). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica• 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, an itemized statement of expenditures during the fiscal . 
year 1916 made by the department and charged to the appropria"' 
tion, " Contingent expenses, Department of the Interior, 1916,"· 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF NATIONAL PARKS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica: .. 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a detailed statement of expenditures from March 1, 191t1,. 
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